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APPENDIX A: SPECIES DESCRIPTIONS AND SURVEYS

Appendix A: Species Descriptions and Surveys
Aquatic Dependent Species

Thefollowing are brief descriptions of habitat requirements and distributions of aquatic species
addressed by the Plan. Species have been grouped by “ species associations’ that essentially
represent species occurrence at the channel reach or segment level. This grouping differsfrom a
traditional trophic or micro-habitat guild approach but it facilitates the association of different
species with dominant physical processes that typify various reaches of the channel network. The
purpose of grouping the species in this manner isto more clearly tie the effects of management
prescriptions and benefits to the species list (Table 12). For example, the headwater species
association is subject to scouring effects of debris flows triggered by roadsin steep terrain. All of
these species would benefit from prescriptions that reduce the incidence of road related debris
flows.

Headwater Species Association

The headwater species association has three species: Olympic torrent salamander, Cope's giant
salamander, and the Tailed frog.

Olympic torrent salamander (RHOL): Typically inhabiting loose gravelsin the splash zone of
steep colluvial or cascade channds, the Olympic torrent salamander is found only on the Olympic
Peninsula, WA in small headwater streams and streamside seeps (Nussbaum et. al. 1983).

Surveys. Systematic surveys of 72 small streams in the Plan Area have documented RHOL only
in the CUP and exclusively in CUP-C1 channels. None were found in channels with less than 20
percent slope. Anecdotal observations from many other small streams suggest a similar pattern of
distribution within the Plan Area. Adults have been captured up to 85 m from these channelsin
one pit fall trap array on asmall tributary to the west branch of Save Creek. Riparian areas
associated with this species are often classified as unstable due to steep terrain and streamside

seeps.

Cope'sgiant salamander (DI CO): Cope's giant salamanders are only found in the Olympic
Mountains and Willapa Hills of WA and the Coast Range of northern Oregon. They are
commonly distributed in moderate to steep headwater streams draining a variety of lithologies
and appear to persist in arelatively wide range of micro-habitat conditions. Their distribution
overlaps strongly with ASTR and resident cutthroat and to alesser degree with RHOL..

Surveys: Systematic surveys of 72 small streamsin the Plan Area suggest a distribution primarily
within the CUP, SIG, and AGL. So far we have been unable to confirm their occurrence in the
ROP or the CIS. In the other three LTUs they occur with regularity in small headwater streams
with persistent summer flows, and occupy awide range of habitats but are especialy prevaent in
channels with gradients of 10-20 percent with coarse cobble substrate and strong summer flows.

Tailed frog (ASTR): Tailed frogs are found throughout the Olympic Mountains and Cascadesin
WA and similar settingsin the Coast Range, Blue and Cascade Mountains of Oregon and the
Siskiyous and coastal mountains of northern California. Cool streams with coarse gravel and
cobble substrates are their principal habitats where the tadpoles graze on diatoms as their
principal food source.
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Surveys. Systematic surveys of 72 small streamsin the Plan Area have documented ASTR in the
CUP primarily in CUP-C2 and C3 channels. However, the highest densities we have observed are
in Qol channels of the SIG. We have also documented their occurrencein ssimilar channel classes
inthe AGL (AGL-Qo1) and in asingle CIS-C1 channel. This |atter observation narrows the
distance between the Olympic Peninsula populations and the Capitol Forest populations and may
represent an isolated group of individuals. In al casesthey are associated with coarse gravels and
moderate gradient headwater channels.

Western redback salamander (PLVE): The Western redback salamander is one of the smallest
but most widely distributed of the woodland salamanders, occurring from northern V ancouver
Island to southern Oregon west of the cascades. This speciesinhabits a variety of micro-habitats
including moist talus, decaying logs and under moss cover on the forest floor. During periods of
wet weather they are surface active but during drier or colder periods individual s retreat to deep
cover objects such as porous talus and decaying wood.

Surveys: This species has usually been encountered in al of the systematic surveys of small
streams that Simpson has done and is seen with regularity in all LTUs. Limited upland surveys of
woody debris and pitfall sampling have also nearly always documented this ubiquitous species.

Steep Tributary Species Association

The steep tributary species association is has two fish species, resident cutthroat trout and
shorthead sculpin, and a single amphibian, Van Dyke' s salamander.

Cutthroat trout (resident), (ONCL): Cutthroat trout are commonly distributed throughout the
Pacific Northwest. The species exhibits highly variable life history patterns and inhabitant awide
range of habitat types from small steep streamsto ponds and lakes. Resident populations, which
areisolated from breeding with sea-run and other resident populations, exist above waterfalls
throughout their range. Presumably these populations colonized these stream reaches prior to the
complete development of the current blockages but few accurate records of early fish stocking by
agencies exist and some introductions were done by settlers.

Surveys: Cutthroat trout are common throughout the Plan Area. However, their distribution in the
Plan Areaisfrequently limited by waterfalls throughout the CUP, SIG, and the AGL above
which, resident populations occur but are uncommon.

Shorthead sculpin (COCO): Shorthead sculpin are found in many drainages of the Puget Sound
and western Oregon and east to Montana through the Columbia River system (Wydoski and
Whitney 1979). Little information exists for the species for coastal drainages in Washington.
They are considered to be arelatively high elevation species that inhabit cool, fast flowing
moderate to small sized tributary streams and show no preference for unit level habitat types
(Mongillo and Hallock 1997).

Surveys:. In surveys of fish distribution in the Plan Area, the occurrences of shorthead sculpin
have been rare. Our observations about their occurrence coincide well with conclusions of
Mongillo and Hallock (1997). Principal occurrenceisin small steep streams of the CUP.

Van Dyke' ssalamander (PLVA): Van Dyke's salamanders are found only in Washington and
within the state their occurrence is fragmented into three primary areas, the Olympic Peninsula,
the southern Cascade Mountains, and the Willapa Hills. Van Dyke' s salamanders are not truly
aguatic species but are more closely associated with streams and water than any of the other
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plethodons in the Plan Area. The northern margin of the Plan Area coincides with the southern
extent of Van Dyke' s distribution on the Olympic Peninsula.

The USFS has accounted for about 150 individuals and several nestsin two years of headwater
stream and riparian sampling on the Olympic Peninsula. In these surveys the median distance to a
water source, usually the stream, is 5 meters with 80% of the occurrences being within 10 meters.
Nearly all of the occurrences were down slope of a break in slope between the valley wall and the
upslope terrain. Breeding habitat is under the bark of large downed logs and under large loose
rock and cobble (Larry Jones pers. communication).

Channel segmentsin the CUP and steeper segments of the AGL are likely candidates to support
Van Dyke' s salamandersin the Plan Area. The combination of riparian prescriptions and the
prohibition on removal of large residual logs and protection of seeps, which are generally
associated with unstable dopes, are expected to provide adequate protection for this species.

Surveys: Systematic surveys of 72 small streamsin the Plan Area and many additional anecdotal
observations of amphibians have yielded only four observations of PLVA in the Plan Area. Three
were in the CUP and the other was near the boundary with the AGL and the CUP. All four were
immediately adjacent to streamsin saturated but well drained riparian areas.

Flat Tributary Species Association

The flat tributary species association has eight fish species; coho and chum salmon, sea-run
cutthroat trout, the riffle, reticulate and coast range sculpin, speckled dace, and brook lamprey.

Coho salmon (ONK): Coho salmon are widely distributed in fresh and marine water
environments from Californiato Alaska. Low gradient streams are the most productive for coho
and off-channel habitats are important for over wintering of the species.

Surveys:. The presence of coho has been widely documented throughout the Plan Area. Especially
high quality coho habitat occurs in the Stillwater region of the East Fork Satsop and Schafer
Creek in the Wynoochee River. The Satsop river system is known for its late running large
bodied coho. Tributary habitat for coho islimited in the West and Middle Fork Satsop and the
Canyon River systems.

Chum salmon (ONKE): Chum salmon range as far south as the mid Oregon coast and are the
second most numerous species of Pacific salmon in commercia fisheries throughout western
North America. Over their range they utilize a wide range of stream sizes but typically occupy
low gradient gravel rich channels. Their freshwater production is limited by factors that affect the
spawning environment as they immediately migrate to sea upon emergence from stream bed
gravels.

Surveys: State and tribal biologists annually count spawning chum salmon in streams within the
Plan Area. Records of abundance are available back to the mid 1960’ sin some cases. The gravel-
rich low-gradient streams of the ROP and the CIS are highly desirable habitat for chum.

Cutthroat trout (sea-run), (ONCL): Sea-run cutthroat trout are widely distributed throughout
the fresh and near shore marine waters of the Pacific Northwest. Their numbers have declined
precipitously in some areas in recent years. They occupy awide range of habitat types and
display adiverse range of life history strategies making them one of the perhaps more locally
adapted species of the salmonidae.
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Surveys. Numerous observations of cutthroat occupying habitat within channel reaches also
occupied by anadromous fishes have been made. No specific surveys for sea-run cutthroat trout
have been conducted however. Principal areas for sea-run cutthroat are the Stillwater River and
numerous other tributaries of the East Fork Satsop system.

Riffle sculpin (COGU): Riffle sculpin are common throughout coastal river systemsin
Washington, Oregon, and California. They are mainly found in small to moderate sized tributary
streams. Microhabitats include slow riffles and pools with the larger individuals being found in
the larger pools.

Surveys. COGU occur in small tributary streamsin the SIG above waterfals as the only fish
species. Reasons for this distribution are not fully understood but these popul ations may have
been isolated for many years. As such they have been included as an important speciesin the
HCP.

Reticulate sculpin (COPE): The reticulate sculpin iswidely distributed in coastal rivers and
streams from southern Oregon through Puget Sound streams to the Snohomish River. This
speciesis quite plagtic in its adaptation to micro-habitat and is found inhabiting both riffles and
pools in moderate to small sized streams.

Surveys. Some of the distinguishing characteristics between the riffle and the reticulate scul pin
are difficult to usein the field (e.g. the presence or absence of palatine teeth) and individuals of
these two species appear to have many intermediate characters (Wydaoski and Whitney 1979).
During Simpson’ sfish surveys, riffle sculpin are routinely encountered but reticulate sculpin
appear to be much more uncommon. However, the difficulty in positively identifying these two
species may cast some uncertainty on the situation and the reticulate may be much more common
than is now appreciated. This speciesis considered to be an inhabitant of the small to moderate
sized tributaries of modest gradient streamsin the CIS, the ROP the AGL, and to a lesser degree
the SIG.

Coast Range sculpin (COAL): Another one of the widely distributed coastal members of the
family Cottidae, the coast range sculpin prefers swifter waters of medium to large sized streams.
Oftenit isfound in association with the prickly sculpin, which occupies the slower waters of the
same stream segments.

Surveys: Simpson has not done directed surveys for this species but coincident with other work
has observed them in the larger tributary streams of the SIG.

Speckled dace (RHOS): Speckled dace are found throughout the western North Americato the
Continental Divide. They generally inhabit slower waters than the longnose dace and are
sometimes found in lakes and wetlands. Breeding occursin the early summer when the adults
broadcast adhesive eggs over gravel and cobble stream beds.

Surveys. Coincident with surveys of general fish distribution and habitat surveys, Simpson ahs
documented speckled dace in numerous moderated size low gradient streams typically in the ROP
and the SIG. In these habitats, this speciesis frequently found in association with coho salmon.

Brook lamprey (LARI): Brook lamprey occur widely in streams of western North America
from Californiato British Columbia and in Washington as far east as the Y akimain the Columbia
River drainage. This species spendsits entire life in freshwater with the adults reproducing in
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small to mid sized streams or in back eddies and sandy locations of larger rivers. Thelarvae are
filter feeders but the adults do not feed during their life phase.

Surveys. Simpson has not conducted systematic surveys for this species but during the conduct
of other work has made numerous anecdotal observations that are helpful in describing its
distribution. This species tends to most often be found in the sediment rich systems of the SIG
and frequently is found upstream from substantial waterfalls and bedrock chutes and cascadesin
the SIG M and Qc series channels. Spawning occursin the spring where the adults dig small pits
in low gradient riffles where the dominant grain sizeis small pebbles.

Mainstem Species Association
The mainstem species association is composed of nine fish and a single amphibian.

Chinook salmon (ONTS): Chinook salmon are the largest of the several Pacific salmon species
and have a broad range of river entry and spawning timing. Depending on racial characteristics
individuals may spend afew monthsto afull year rearing in freshwater. Maturation age is highly
variable with spawning occurring at 2-6 years of age within the same population.

Surveys. State agencies and Indian tribes routinely conduct escapement surveys for chinook
salmon in the Plan Area. They are primarily a mainstem spawner in the Wynoochee and Satsop
systems but are found in the lower reaches of the larger tributaries.

Steelhead trout (ONMY): Steelhead trout are common to coastal and inland river systems of the
West Coast of North America. They penetrate watersheds deeply and thrive in small to moderate
Sized tributaries and mainstem rivers. Steelhead frequently overlap in their distribution with coho
but for the most part are able to colonize steeper streams and in their first year of stream
residency are less dependent on pool habitat than are coho.

Surveys. The presence of steelhead has been widely documented throughout the Plan Area.
Steelhead spawn principaly in the spring in the mainstem West and Middle Fork and Canyon
River systems and the Wynoochee River. Mgjor tributaries of the Wynoochee and all branches of
the Satsop River support populations of steelhead.

Pink sailmon (ONGO): Pink salmon are the smallest of the Pacific salmon and are unique in that
they occur as even age maturing species and occur only in the odd year in Washington. They
spend very little time in freshwater, migrating to sea upon emergence from the stream bed.

Surveys: It is unlikely that pink salmon were ever amajor fish speciesin Plan Area channel
segments. However, they were common in reaches downstream from Plan Area landscapes such
asin the South Fork Skokomish River system.

Bull trout (SACO): Bull trout are found in colder headwater reaches of rivers and tributary
streams throughout the Columbia River system. Over the last decade research has determined that
coastal and some Puget Sound river systems support bull trout as well. However, discrimination
of bull trout and dolly varden in field surveys remains problematic.

Surveys: No systematic surveys have been donein the Plan Areafor bull trout. However, they are
found in headwater reaches of the Skokomish and Satsop rivers and may at some time inhabit
Plan Area streams. It is considered unlikely at thistime that bull trout consistently reside in the
HCP area.
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Dolly varden (SAMA): Dally varden are an anadromous char that inhabit rivers along the coast
of Washington and Puget Sound. They prefer cooler water temperatures and larger tributaries and
mainstem rivers.

Surveys: No systematic surveys have been done for SAMA in the Plan Area. Incidental
observations have been made in the south Fork Skokomish River system.

Torrent sculpin (CORO): Thetorrent sculpin is distributed from northern British Columbia
south to the Nehalem River in Oregon and east into Idaho and Montana. This species occupies
fast riffle habitat and is especially well adapted to lifein rapidly flowing waters. They may grow
to considerable size (3-4 inches) and age (6 years old). Although this speciesis primarily an
opportunistic feeder of benthic invertebratesit will capture and eat small fish, including salmonid
fry.

Surveys. Coincident with surveys of general fish distribution, Simpson has documented the
presence of torrent sculpin throughout the Plan Areain larger tributary streams and main rivers,
including the Stillwater, West Fork Satsop and Wynoochee Rivers.

Longnose dace (RHCA): Thelongnose dace is found throughout Washington and in other parts
of North Americaaswell. This speciesis particularly well adapted to fast flowing streamsand is
abenthic feeder. The juveniles spend the first few months of their life in open margina habitat of
their natal stream and with increased size move to deeper faster waters assuming a benthic
existence.

Surveys: Coincident with surveys of general fish distribution and habitat surveys, Simpson has
documented the presence of schools of juveniles along the margins of mainstem riversin the Plan
Area

Pacific lamprey (LATR): Adult Pacific lamprey are widely distributed throughout marine
waters where they are parasitic on fish. In freshwater the ammocoetes are filter feeders and
remain buried in soft sand and silt. Adults migrate upstream in the spring and create spawning
nests in stream bed gravels.

Surveys: Adult Pacific lamprey have been observed in the large mainstem rivers of the Plan Area
and larvae are well distributed both in mainstem and larger tributary environments.

River lamprey (LAAY): Adult river lamprey are widely distributed throughout marine waters
where they are parasitic on fish. In freshwater the ammocoetes are filter feeders and remain
buried in soft sand and silt. Adults migrate upstream in the spring and create spawning nestsin
stream bed gravels.

Surveys: Adult river lamprey have not been observed in the large mainstem rivers of the Plan
Areaand their distribution is unknown at thistime.

Western toad (BUBO): Western toads are widely distributed in a variety of lentic habitats
throughout the American west. In some parts of their range their numbers have been on a steep
decline. Typically they are an explosive spring time breeder in ponds and small 1akes where their
larvae feed until metamorphosisin the late summer.

Surveys:. In the Plan Area concentrations of riverine breeding western toads have been observed
in the Canyon, West and Middle Fork Satsop and Wynoochee Rivers. Breeding occurs from late
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May until mid July. Toadlets emerge onto the gravel bars beginning in early August. Mature
individuals are found in moist riparian environments on the SIG, especialy adjacent to the SIG-
L4 channel class where valley width and flood plain complexity are high.

Lentic Species Association
The lentic species association is composed of three species of fish and three amphibians.

Olympic mudminnow (NOHU): Olympic mudminnow are found in slow moving streams and
wetlands with muck substrate, on the western and southern sides of the Olympic Peninsula,
occurring north of the Chehalis River. Often they are associated with habitats that have thick
aquatic vegetation. Recently NOHU have been found in the Lake Washington watershed,
expanding their known range.

Surveys. No systematic surveys have been done for NOHU in the Plan Area but Simpson has
identified severa wetlands and sluggish stream systems that support them.

Prickly sculpin (COAS): The prickly sculpin is widely distributed along the coast of North
Americaand occursin the slower water habitats of medium sized streams and lake and wetlands.
This speciesistolerant of awide range of salinity and may occur in coastal estuarine settings as
well as freshwater.

Surveys: Coincident with surveys of general fish distribution, Simpson has documented the
presence of the prickly sculpin in wetlands and slack water streams of the ROP.

Three-spine stickleback (GAAC): Three-spine stickleback are one of the most widely
distributed fish of all, occurring in marine and fresh water environmentsin North Americaand
Asia. Inthe Pacific Northwest they occupy avariety of habitat niches and possess a highly
variable array of behaviors and life history traits to accommodate environmental differences.

Surveys. Simpson has not conducted any directed surveys for this species but coincidental to
general fish distribution surveys has discovered then in numerous sack water streams and
wetlands. Most of our observations have been in the ROP and often this speciesisin close
association with dense vegetation. More often than not, Olympic mudminnow are also present
where three-spine stickleback are found in the Plan Area.

Northwestern salamander (AMGR): The Northwestern salamander is found a ong the Pacific
coast from northern British Columbiato northern Californiato just beyond the Cascade crest.
Breeding occurs in ponds in the early spring with gelatinous eggs masses attached to submerged
stems and vegetation. Larval development slow with metamorphose usually occurring after afull
year of pond residence. Terrestrial adultsinhabit moist forest and valley bottom environments.

Surveys. Stream adjacent pitfall traps operated by Simpson in the ROP and the SIG have
occasionally captured this species as have systematic surveys of small streamsin the SIG.
Limited wetland surveys with dip nets and minnow traps have also documented their presence at
wetlandsin the ROP.

Long-toed salamander (AMMA): Thelong-toed salamander is distributed from Alaska to
Cdliforniaand east to western Montana. This speciesis observed infrequently in spite of itswide
distribution due to their largely subterranean existence. Eggs are attached to subsurface structural

HCP Public Review Draft A-7



APPENDIX A: SPECIES DESCRIPTIONS AND SURVEYS

elements such as twigs or stems of submerged vegetation in ponds and wetlands. Larval
development is rapid and metamorphosis is usually attained by early summer at low elevations.

Surveys. Stream adjacent pitfall traps operated by Simpson in the ROP have occasionally
captured this species and limited wetland surveys with dip nets and minnow traps have also
documented their presence at wetlands in the ROP.

Red-legged frog (RAAU): Red-legged frogs are arelatively large amphibian and inhabit a wide
range of moist forest and valley bottom habitat from British Columbiato northern California.
This speciestypicaly breed in ponds but may breed in river backwaters with no velocity. Eggs
are attached to underwater structures most commonly stems of vegetation or twigs and branches
of downed vegetation. In the summer they may be found considerable distances from water but
with increasingly dry summer conditions, congregate at the edges of streams and wetlands.

Surveys. No directed surveys for this species have been conducted in the Plan Area but the red-
legged frog has been one of the most commonly observed aquatic vertebrate species. Simpson
has documented their presence in habitats as diverse and widely separated as small streamsin the
CUP to wetlandsin the ROP.

Wildlife Speciesthat are not Dependent on Snags

Marbled Murrelet (Brachyramphus marmoratus)

Marbled murrelets inhabit the Pacific Ocean, and in Washington and Oregon, they nest in mature
or old-growth forests typically below 3,000 feet elevation (Marshall 1988, Paton and Ralph
1988). The nests are on tree platforms that are at least 7 inches across and have some overhanging
protection (Ralph et al. 1995). Mossistypically present on the nest substrate, and the nests are
typically in the highest one third of the tree. In order for stands to provide good murrelet nest
habitat they need to be relatively easy to access with fast (approx. 40 mph) flights such an
uneven-aged and multi-layered forest canopies. These stands also typically have vegetative hiding
cover such as vertical cover over the nest and horizontal cover around the nest site which reduce
predation from jays, crows and ravens. Horizontal vegetative cover aso reduces the chances of
wind disturbance to the nest.

Murrelets will incubate one egg during a nesting season that generally extends between May 1
and August 15 (Raph et al. 1995). They will make daily flights to salt water to obtain forage for
them and their chick, and these flights typically occur during early morning and |ate evening
periods.

Species Surveys: Marbled murrelet habitat that was entirely or partialy outside the RCR was
surveyed in 1998 with ten surveys. These survey sites will be surveyed again in 1999 to complete
two consecutive years of surveys of ten surveys each year, for each survey site.

Habitat Inventories. Marbled murrelet nesting habitat in the HCP area (and other Simpson
Northwest lands) was assessed in 1994. A total of 1,138 acres of habitat were found to be present
during the 1994 murrelet nest habitat inventory. This habitat was in 38 separate areas, with an
average stand size of 30 acres and an average age of 226 years old. These habitats were mapped
using Simpson GIS and documented in Figure 5 of this HCP. The following describes the
inventory process and criteria

Sep 1: Thefirst step in this assessment process consisted of searching through the forest stand
datafor stands that met the following criteria.
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» stand age 80 years or older

e stand size greater than 5 acresin size

» dominated by conifers (greater than 50 percent)

e any other areasidentified by Simpson that may contain large conifer trees with well
developed crowns

The forest inventory data used in this process included: stand age, species composition (percent),

acres, and site class. A total of 618 timber management units were identified as meeting these

criteria.

Sep 2: Stands meeting the criteriain Step 1 were reviewed to determine the chances that they

may be potential nesting habitat. Aerial photos and a magnified stereoscope were used in this

process when assessing the following criteria.

e crownsize - large developed crowns which had a likelihood of having suitable platforms

e canopy openings - stands with openings or gaps in the canopy providing assess to potential
nest sites

» topography - stands with topographic relief provide greater opportunities for access for
relatively dense stands

Each of the 618 management units was classified into one of the following three categories as a

result of this assessment:

1. highly likely to contain suitable habitat (platforms)

2. possibly containing suitable habitat

3. obvioudly not suitable habitat

Sep 3: All of the areasidentified as Categories 1 and 2 (in Step 2) were then further evaluated
with walk-through inspections. Some stands in isolated areas and some riparian stringers of
mature forest were inspected from helicopter. A portion of the stands (approximately 20 percent)
in category 3 were also ground truthed to verify that they indeed did not contain suitable habitat.
The following questions were used when eval uating each of the stands during Step 3:

» Areplatforms (large limbs, mistletoe brooms, defects, limb branching and whorls, defects,
etc.) present that are at least 7 inches wide by 7 incheslong in live conifer trees? (The
presence of moss was hot a requirement to be considered as a platform but was noted).

* Arethese platforms are at least 50 feet above the ground?

* Arethereat least 2 platforms per acre present in the stand?

Sep 4: Stands with suitable platforms meeting the above criteria were further evaluated using the

following qualitative factors:

» Canopy closure - Are platforms accessible to murrelets flying into the stand. Accessibility
was considered restricted if the platforms were on limbs that were below a very dense canopy
that murrelets could not access (generally greater than 90 percent canopy closure average for
the entire stand was used). However, if a stand with high canopy closure also contained areas
with small openings or gapsin the canopy, permitting marbled murrelets to enter the stand
and access these platforms, then they were considered suitable habitat if they met other
criteriain Step 4. In addition, topographic relief was also considered for accessibility.

*  Width of the stand of trees, break of habitat, and amount of edge or interior forest present -
Generadly abreak in the stand (forest containing trees with similar characteristics) of 300 feet
or more was considered a break in habitat. In addition, some linear strips of trees containing
thin stringers of residual old trees |ess than 300 feet wide and greater than 300 feet long were
generally not considered as a stand of habitat due to the high degree of exposure (edge).

* Exposure - Platforms in open stands (typically stands with |ess than 40 percent canopy cover
of dominant and codominant conifer trees) are more exposed to predation and weather (wind,
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rain, temperature, etc.), therefore influencing whether the stand was considered as habitat.
This assessment took into consideration the amount of overhead cover and cover from
adjacent trees. Single large trees within a heavily dominated stand of deciduous trees (maple,
alder, and cottonwood), rising 80-100 feet above these deciduous trees were not included as
habitat.

Some stands met criteriain Step 3, but were not considered habitat because they did not meet the
criteriain Step 4. The following are three examples of types of stands.

1. Riparian stringers of residual older-aged conifers with potential platforms were present along
some of the mgjor riversin the HCP area. These thin strips of forest were generaly only 50-
200 feet wide. For example, severa portions of the Wynoochee River contain thin stringers
of large residual conifers along the stream channel. These linear strips contain individual or
small groups of 2 to 3 conifers, generally every 50 to 400 feet. Other trees within these
riparian strips were typically much younger conifers and deciduous trees, providing little or
no horizontal screening or cover to the much taller residual conifers. Additionally, the upland
portion of these riparian stringers were typically bordered by young conifer plantations,
which provided virtually no horizontal screening to potential platform trees. These riparian
strips also were typically separated by 100 - 300 feet of river and associated gravel bars,
which created additional open areas and increased edge exposure. Although trees with
potentially suitable platforms were present, they were severely exposed to predators and
adverse environmental conditions (higher ambient temperatures, winds, and exposureto rain,
etc.). Based on the literature, the amount of edge and exposure are important factorsin
determining the quality of nesting habitat of astand (Ralph et a. 1995; USFWS 1998). An
important note about these riparian stringersisthat most are located within RCRs, which will
be conserved as part of the HCP.

2. Another example of stands that met Criteriain Step 3 but not criteriain Step 4 were
deciduous dominated stands with afew large remnant older conifer trees, some with potential
platforms. These areas were typically found in riparian areas of major streams, such as the
Wynoochee River and the major forks of the Satsop River. These stands were dominated by
deciduous trees, but contained single or small clumps of older-age coniferoustrees (2 - 3
trees) that were 50 - 200 feet apart. The crowns of these conifers were typically well above
surrounding deciduous trees, and there was little horizontal screening or cover to protect
potential nest sites from predation. Again, amost all of these areas were located within
RCRs, which will be conserved as part of this HCP.

3. Thethird example of stands that were not considered murrelet habitat were coniferous stands
containing conifer trees with platforms (typically mistletoe booms in western hemlock) that
were in dense stands with a high canopy cover (greater than 90 percent for the stand). Very
few, if any, gapsin the canopy were present in these stands. These stands were located on
relatively flat areas al so reducing exposure of individual tree canopies. Asaresult, itis
virtually impossible for amarbled murrelet flying 50 miles per hour or more to access
platforms within these dense, single canopy layer stands. These areas were typically were
located in upland areas outside RCRs.

Sep 5: During 1997 murrelet habitat in the HCP area was classified into survey sitesin
preparation for the murrelet species surveysin 1998. As part of this process, potential habitat on
ownerships adjacent to habitat on Simpson lands also was evaluated to determineif it should be
included as continuous suitable habitat. The inventory results from 1994, also were further
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examined in 1997 and 1998, as part of this HCP project, to ensure decisions made from the 1994
inventory still apply.

Bald Eagle (Haliaetus leucocephal us)

The bald eagle isfound in and around the HCP area throughout the year. It primarily nestsin
coniferous uneven-aged stands with old-growth tree components, with alow level of human
disturbance and an abundance of prey (Anthony et al. 1982, Livingston et al. 1990). Nest building
begins as early as January or February with egg lying initiated in March or early April, and
fledging occurring in July. Nest trees typically arein older and large (greater than 32 inches
DBH) dominant or co-dominant trees with large limb structures capable of holding the large
nests.

Bald eagle communal roosts are any stand of treesin which eagles regularly roost together. Bald
eagles often roost communally during the night, especialy during late fall, winter and early
spring. They also will communally use these areas during daylight hours. Staging areas are stands
of trees near communal roosts where eagles gather before and after flights to and from the roost..
Roost site management plans typically divide roost sitesinto core areas and buffers zone
designations for management purposes.

Surveys: Formal or comprehensive surveys of bald eagles and their nest sites have not been
conducted in the HCP area. One communal roost site has been verified to exist, and it islocated
on the steep valley side dopes of the North Fork Skokomish River, near the confluence with the
South Fork Skokomish River. This site supports approximately 30 bald eagles primarily during
September to February each year.

Band-tailed Pigeon (Columba fasciata)

The Pacific coast population of band-tailed pigeons occurs from British Columbiato Baja,
California, and within most western states (Urdvardy 1977). Band-tails winter from southern
Cdliforniaand Arizonathrough Central America (Terres 1991). They inhabit areas from sealevel
to timberline and are believed to occur throughout the HCP area.

The band-tailed pigeon nests in mature or old-growth coniferous and coniferous/deciduous
forests, and they use dominant trees for calling and display flights. Nesting occurs from May
through July with an 18-20 day incubation period. Band-tails usually nest in scattered pairs, but
occasionally will nest in “colonies’ in one tree (Terres 1991). Nests have been found 8 to 40 feet
or more from the ground in coniferous and deciduous trees (Terres 1991). Preferred forage
species are seed and berry producing shrubs and trees, such as: cascara, elderberry, and
blackberry. Calcium and possibly other minerals derived from mineral springs are believed to be
important to this bird immediately before and during breeding and nesting season (Terres 1991).

Annual censuses of these birds coordinated by the USFWS have shown the population declined
significantly during the past 10 years. This declineis possibly due to a combination of the
following factors: 1) loss of winter habitat; 2) loss of foraging habitat due to land use and
herbicide spraying; and 3) over hunting.

Surveys. Some small scale sampling has been accomplished for this speciesin the HCP area, as
part of the Washington State-wide annual voluntary bird census conducted by the Audubon
Society and other groups. Band-tails are found each year in the HCP area, during these surveys,
however the small extent of this survey and the limited number of yearsin which it has been
conducted do not provide reliable estimate, at thistime, of long-term population trends in the
HCP area.
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Harlequin Duck (Histrionicus histrionicus)

Harlequin ducks winter offshore along the Pacific coast from eastern Siberia and Alaskato
northern California (Erlich et al. 1988). In the summer they breed on rocky coastal islets and
along inland rivers asfar east as the Sierra Nevada and northern Rocky Mountain ranges
(Urvardy 1977).

The harlequin typically nests within 90 feet of fast-flowing streams from April through June
(Ehrlich et al. 1988). Nests usually occur in scrapes on the ground and sometimes in tree cavities,
low branches or on other low vegetation structures. Nests are usually protected by rocks or shrubs
and lined with leaves and down. Harlequins show fidelity to nest sites, but they are unlikely to
return if significantly disturbed (Wallen and Groves 1989). Nesting usually occursin May with 5-
10 cream colored eggs (Ehrlich et al. 1988). Incubation is usually 30 days and the young fledge
35-40 days after hatching. Broods remain near nests for afew weeks after fledging, and they
move downstream during the summer (Wallen 1987). Broods prefer |low-gradient streams
(Begton and Ulfstrand) and have been associated with mature and old-growth coniferous forests
(Cassirer and Groves 1990).

The harlequin preys on crustaceans, mollusks and aguatic insects (Cotton 1939). They move
along the bottom of food-rich fast-flowing streams foraging among the rocks (Ehrlich et al.
1988). Loafing sites along streams are al so important places to rest between forages (Cassirer and
Groves 1990).

Surveys: The HCP areaincludes some optimum habitat for this species, although surveysfor this
species have only been done sporadically and along only some stretches of theriver. The
Washington state data base has one historical record of aharlequin in the HCP areain 1961
(T10S RO9W Sec. 30). This species aso has been seen on the Satsop and South Fork Skokomish
Rivers during surveys conducted by the Washington State DFW during recent years..

Roosevelt Elk (Cervus elaphus Roosevelti)

Roosevelt Elk (CEEL): Roosevelt ek is one of four subspecies of elk remaining in North
Americaand it isfound from Vancouver 1sland, British Columbiato Northern Californiaand
west of the Cascade crest. This species was included within this HCP due to the high level of
public and tribal interest and because populations are substantially below carrying capacity levels
in some portions of the HCP area.

Roosevelt elk forage on herbaceous (grasses, sedges, forbs and ferns) plants, particularly in the
spring through fall, and woody plants, such as shrubs and young trees. They rely on vegetative
cover for hiding and to aless extent on external thermal regulation. Elk home ranges vary from
approximately 500 to 2,000 acres depending on herd size, quality of habitat, season and
harassment. This species can thrivein industrial forest lands; however, intentional and
unintentional harassment from humans on roads tends to be the biggest threat to its existence and
population health in these types of areas. Elk are pursued as a prime game species, and they are
very susceptible to illegal hunting in areas with high amounts of road mileage.

Surveys. The Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife has periodicaly conducted
surveys during the last ten yearsin the HCP area (Schirato pers. comm. 1996). These surveys
have produced only general population estimates of some of the elk herdsin the HCP area.
Results indicate there are approximately 7 herd territories in the HCP area, and some herds tend
to be broken into numerous subgroups, rather than consistently being together.
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Surveys conducted by the Point No Point Treaty Council included approximately the northern
one third of the HCP area, aswell as areas north and west of the HCP area (Nickelson et al.1995,
Nickelson and Anderson 1997). Results of these surveys show the portion of the HCP area north
of the Shelton-Matlock, Deckerville and Cougar Smith roads has 78-162 elk, whichis believed to
be substantially below the number of ek that area could support. The Treaty Council surveys
also found very few elk (only 30 found) in an area approximately 60,000 acresin size
immediately north of the HCP area (Nickelson et al. 1995). Comprehensive surveys have not
been conducted for ek in the southern half of the HCP area.

Snag Dependent Species

The following wildlife species are dependent on snags for amajor portion of their life
requirements for nesting, roosting, or foraging. Snags, within this context, are standing dead or
partial dead trees. There is wide variability in these types of trees; however, they al have
significant death, structure decay or structural defect (e.g. broken top, dead top, al limbs without
life or asignificant portion of the limbs without life, and large defects in the tree bole or major
limbs leading to cavitiesin the structure). Other species addressed by this plan may also utilize
trees with defects for some minor portions of their life requirements; however, they do not
provide amajor portion of their needs. Those species are not included here since their life
requirements are not dependent on snags.

All of the snag dependent species listed below range throughout the Pacific Northwest, and some
species are wide ranging over major portions of North America while others have a more limited
range. Our focus here is on those species which are present within the HCP area or have a
likelihood of occurring there. A brief description of each species life requirements, nesting and
foraging habitats, and known distribution in the Plan Area are described below. Simpson has not
requested I TP coverage for some species that are described in this Appendix; however, those
descriptions have been included in the event that Simpson considers their coverage in the future.
Table 24, in this appendix, summarizes the most pertinent habitat needs of these species.

Surveys: The snag dependent species addressed by this plan have generally not been censused
with asystematic and scientifically designed approach. Some on-going annual bird census
surveys do record some of these species, however these general surveys aretypically best suited
for song bird census. These annual bird censuses have been conducted by volunteers during past
years along major roads, and within small portions of the HCP area. These censuses have not
been devel oped to specifically survey snag dependent species addressed by this HCP. These
species often have unique behaviors and vocal patterns that require unique survey approaches to
obtain reliable trend data.

Spotted owl surveys conducted from 1990 to 1993 in many portions of the HCP aso include data
for other owl species, such as saw-whet, screech, pygmy and barred owls (Simpson Timber
Company, unpublished data, 1990-1993). The biologists collecting the spotted owl data were
trained in identifying other owl species and they were required to record those detections. At
some later point Simpson may organize and summarize that data and present it to the Services for
their review.

CLASS 1 - SNAG DEPENDENT SPECIES
Downy woodpecker (Picoides pubescens)

This species inhabits deciduous, coniferous, and mixed forest types, typically at least 40 years old
(Thomas et al. 1979; Brown 1985). They utilize both interior forests and edges for nesting and
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foraging. They excavate their cavity-nests near the tops of snags or dying trees, preferring trees
11 inches dbh and 10 feet tall located in fairly open tree stands (Scott et d. 1977; Brown 1985).
They aso nest in live trees, especialy if heart-rot is present. Generally they excavate new cavities
each year, often in the same tree (Hardin and Evans 1977) and seldom uses old cavities or those
made by others species (Thomas et al. 1979). They forage mainly on beetles and wood-boring
larvae, and on fruits and seeds (Bea 1911) by digging in the bark with their bill, gleaning along
the bark surface, and infrequently by flycatching (Jackson 1970). This speciesis present in the
Plan Area.

Black-capped chickadee (Parus atricapillus)

They are locally common in the Action Area, found in open habitats, in young deciduous and
mixed conifer foreststhat are typically at least 11 years old, in riparian forests, and along forst
edges(Sturman 1968; Thomas et a; DeGraaf et a., 1991; Nickell 1956). Willow, ader, and
cottonwood trees are the most common nest treesin Washington (Jewett et a., 1953). They nest
in natural cavities, abandoned woodpecker cavities, or excavate cavitiesin soft snags and tree
stubs that are typicaly 9 inches dbh and at least 10 feet tall (DeGraaf et . 1991; Raphael and
White 1984; Brown 1985; Thomas et a. 1979). They forage by gleaning insects from the bark of
tree trunks and logs, in addition to fruit and seeds (Brown 1985).

CLASS2 - SNAG DEPENDENT SPECIES

Western bluebird (Sialia mexicana)

This neo-tropical migrant species isfound in open forests where they are adjacent to grasslands
and shrublands. They are not common in western Washington and have been documented in the
Plan Area (Smith et al. 1997). They require cavities for nesting, often using old woodpecker
cavities (Rodrick and Milner 1991). They utilize mature forest edges (generally at least 80 years
old), nesting in cavitiesin trees typically 15 inches dbh and 10 feet tall (Bent 1942; Erlich et al.
1988). They will also utilize nest boxes where cavities are limited. Competition from other
species such as more aggressive starlings (Surnus vularis) and other native bird species can
severely limit bluebird nesting in artificia structures. They forage primarily by “hawking” insects
from alow perch in grasslands, shrublands, riparian areas, cliffs, and talus areas (Thomas et a.
1979). They will aso utilize clearcuts with snags present.

Purple martin (Progne subis)

This neo-tropical migrant speciesisfound at the edges of mature forests that are typically at least
40 years old and adjacent to lakes, ponds, and wetlands where standing trees and in or near water
(Brown 1985; DeGraaf et al. 1991). They nest in abandoned woodpecker cavitiesin snags and
live trees with defects generally 15 inches dbh and 10 feet tall (Marshall et al. 1992). These
colonia nesters also utilize cavitiesin cliffsand crevicesin old buildings, and will readily use
nest boxes near existing colonies (Rodrick and Milner 1991; Brown 1985). They typically forage
over open water for insects on the wing (Erhlich et al. 1988) and uses all seral stages of riparian
and wetland forests as foraging habitat (Brown 1985). This species occursin the Plan Area at
Lake Nahwatzel.

Chestnut-backed chickadee (Parus rufescens)

In western Washington this speciesis typically found in mature coniferous forests with a high
percentage of overstory canopy cover. It also isfound in deciduous and mixed conifer forests
(Sturman 1968; Thomas et a. 1979; Jewett et al. 1953; Melow and Wigth 1975; DeGraaf et d.
1991; Nickell 1956). They nest in natural cavities, abandoned woodpecker cavities, or excavate
cavitiesin soft snags and tree stuvs. Lundquist and Mariani (1991) found this species typically
nesting in trees that average 37 inches dbh in the souhern Washington Cascade mountain range,
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although other research has shown nest trees can vary from 9 to 41 inches DBH (Degraaf €t .
1991; Raphael and White 1984; Brown a985; Thomas et a. 1979). Theis species forages by
gleaning insects from the bark of tree turnks and logs, in addition to fruits and seeds (Brown,
1985).

Red-breasted sapsucker (Sphyrapicus ruber)

This neo-tropical migrant speciesisfound in avariety of habitats typically found in conifer and
mixed conifer forests generally greater than 40 years old in western Washington (Brown 1985).
Forests adjacent to wetlands and riparian areas are preferred (Thomas et al. 1979). They excavate
cavitiesin hard snags and tops of live treestypically 15 inches dbh and 20 feet tall (Brown 1985).
They forage for insects by drilling holesin live trees and snags and by gleaning bark (Beal 1911,
Bent 1939). This speciesislikely present in the Plan Area.

Tree swallow (Tachycineta bicolor)

This neo-tropical migrant species inhabits open mature forests typically at least 80 years old,
adjacent to open areas such as grasslands, shrublands, open water, and wetlands where standing
trees or snags are near water in western Washington (Brown 1985; DeGraaf et al. 1991). In the
Blue Mountains of Oregon this species typically utilized forests that were at least 40 years old
adjacent to smilar habitats (Thomas et a. 1979). They nest in abandoned woodpecker cavitiesin
snags and live trees with defects that are generally 15 inches dbh and 20 feet tall (Brown 1985;
Marshal et a. 1992). If cavities are limited they will readily use nest boxes or nest in crevices of
buildings (Bent 1942; Scott et al. 1977). Although tree swallows are not colonial nesters, they
will nest within seven feet of each other if there are adequate wetland areas or open water for
foraging (Whittle 1926). They typically forage over open water for insects on the wing but also
feed on seeds and berries more than other swallows (Scott et al. 1977). This speciesis likely
present in the Plan Area.

Violet-green swallow (Tachycineta thalassina)

This neo-tropical migrant species inhabits open mature and riparian forests typically at least 80
years old, adjacent to open areas in western Washington (Brown 1985; DeGraaf et a. 1991). In
the Blue Mountains of Oregon this species typically utilized forests that were at least 40 years old
adjacent to similar habitats (Thomas et a. 1979). They are found along edges of dense woodlands
adjacent to open areas such as grasslands, shrublands, open water, and wetlands where standing
trees or snags are near water (Brown 1985; DeGraaf et al. 1991). They nest in abandoned
woodpecker cavitiesin snags and live trees with defects generally 15 inches dbh and 20 feet tall
(Brown 1985; Marshall et al. 1992). They also nest in rocky cliffs, burrows of bank swallows,
niches of buildings, and nest boxes if cavities are scarce (Bent 1942; Scott 1977). They forage for
insects taken on the wing (Scott et al. 1977and are present in the Plan Area.

Hairy woodpecker (Picoides villosus)

This species inhabits open coniferous, deciduous, and mixed forest types, typicaly at least 40
years old, with snags mature living trees and wooded swamps (Thomas et al. 1979; Brown 1985).
They prefer bottom land areas with large trees (DeGraff et al. 1980) and are generally more
abundant at the edge of woodlands (DeGraaf et a. 1991; Zarnowitz and Manuwal 1985). Hairy
woodpeckers in Washington are found in open rather than dense stands of timber (Larrison and
Sonnenberg 1968). They excavate their cavitiesin soft snags or live trees that are typically 15
inches dbh and 20 feet tall with decaying heartwood (Conner et al. 1975; Brown 1985; Sousa
1987). They are opportunistic foragers (Raphael and White 1984), foraging on a variety of
substrates including tree trunks, stumps, exposed roots (Lawrence 1966), snags, downed logs, the
ground (Mannan et al. 1980), and logging debrisin recent clearcuts (Conner and Crawford 1974).
They forage mainly on beetles and wood-boring larvae by drilling or gleaning from the bark and
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on fruits and seeds (Raphael and White 1984; Beal 1911). This speciesis present in the Plan
Area.

Western screech owl (Otus kennicottii)

This species prefers open forests of all types, and riparian forests adjacent to meadows,
grasslands, and other openings (DeGraaf et al. 1991; Thomas et al. 1979; Brown 1985). They nest
in mature forests that are typically at least 80 years old in natural cavities and abandoned
woodpecker and flicker cavitiesin trees and snags that are frequently greater than 17 inches dbh
and 20 feet tall (Brown 1985). They will also use nest boxes where cavities are scarce
(Hammerstrom 1972). Screech owls hunt for rodents, insects, amphibians, and small birdsin
grassy openings, or along field margins or streams. This speciesis present in the Plan Area.

Northern pygmy owl (Glaucidium gnoma)

This species inhabits deciduous, conifer, and mixed open forests that are typically at least 40
years old with scattered trees in western Washington (Brown 1985; DeGraaf et a 1991; Thomas
et a. 1979). They utilize forest edges for both nesting and foraging (Brown 1985). They nest in
natural cavities and abandoned woodpecker and flicker cavitiesin trees and snags that are
frequently greater than 17 inches dbh and 30 feet tall (Brown 1985). They prey upon rodents,
insects, amphibians, and reptilesin open areas. This speciesis present in the Plan Area.

Northern saw-whet owl (Aegolius acadicus)

This speciesisfound in most forest types, but favors dense closed-canopy forests generally at
least 80 years old and swampy areas of coniferous and deciduous forests (DeGraaf et al. 1991;
Brown 1985). They nest in natural cavities, and those made by woodpeckers and flickersin trees
and snags that are frequently greater than 17 inches dbh and 20 feet tall (Brown 1985; Scott et a.
1977). They also will use nest boxesif saw dust or straw is provided (Hammerstrom 1972). Prey
species include small mammals, small birds, insects, and frogs (DeGraaf et a. 1991). This species
ispresent in the Plan Area.

Northern flicker (Colaptes auratus)

This speciesisacommon resident in the Plan Areafound in &l forest types. They forage in open
forests, edges, and openings with nearby dense forests that are typically at least 40 years old
(DeGraff et a. 1980; Thomas et a. 1979). They prefer to excavate their cavities for nesting in
soft snags or near the top of live treesthat are 17 inches dbh and 10 feet tall (Brown 1985). They
will also nest in cavities excavated by others and in nest boxes (DeGraff et a. 1980; Thomas et al.
1979). A large portion of their timeis spent foraging on the ground in open areas for ants, other
insects, fruits, and seeds.

CLASS 3 - SNAG DEPENDENT SPECIES

Pileated woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus)

This species can be found in younger-aged second-growth forests typically at least 40 years old
with many large snags and logs (Méellen et a. 1992); however, they are typically found in mature
forests that are older than 80 years old and in old-growth forests with two or more canopy layers
(Bull et al. 1990; Rodrick and Milner 1991; Thomas et a. 1979; Brown 1985). They excavate
cavities for roosting and nesting in large snags and trees that are typically 25 inches dbh and 40
feet tall, often in trees with decadent branches or stems (Brown 1985; Bull et al. 1990). Most nest
trees are hard snags with bark and broken tops. Each pair excavates one or more domed-shaped
nest cavities (4 to 5 inches high and 3 to 4 inches wide) per year. Unused or old nest cavities may
be used for night roosts, individua birds using up to eight cavities (Raley pers. comm. 1993).

HCP Public Review Draft A-16



APPENDIX A: SPECIES DESCRIPTIONS AND SURVEYS

Pileateds forage for carpenter ants and other insects by gleaning and excavating in snags, live
trees, stumps, and downed logs. This speciesis present in the Plan Area.

Wood duck (Aix sponsa)

This species inhabit streams, lakes, ponds, and wetlands (Bellrose 1976). They typically are
found in mature at least 80 years old and old-growth conifer and mixed forests that are near water
(Bellrose and Holm 1991). Wood ducks utilize natural cavities or those abandoned by
woodpeckers in defective trees and snags that are generally 25 inches dbh and 10 feet tall
(Bellrose and Holm 1991; Brown 1985). Where cavities are limited, they readily nest in artificial
boxesif protected from predators (Bellrose et al. 1964). They forage on the ground or in water on
plants, seeds, fruits, and invertebrates (Landers et a. 1977). This speciesis present in the Plan
Area.

Common merganser (Mergus merganser)

This species prefers clear, cool ponds associated with upper portions of rivers and clear
freshwater |akes with forested shorelines (Johnsgard 1975). They usually nest in mature forests
generally at least 80 years old, nesting in natura cavitiesin trees and snags that are typically 25
inches dbh and 10 feet tall (Brown 1985; DeGraaf et a 1991). Unlike other cavity-nestersthey do
not use abandoned woodpecker cavities. Tree species and height may not be extremely important
(Foreman 1976). Although tree nests are typically chosen, ground nests under thick cover or in
rock crevices are not uncommon (Scott et a. 1977). They will also use awide variety of other
locations such as nest boxes, chimneys, hawk nests, bridge supports, and old buildings (Scott et
al. 1977). Nests are typically within 100 feet of water (Palmer 1976). They forage in shallow
waters (1 to 6 feet deep) primarily on awide variety of fish, although they also feed on
amphibians, crustaceans, insects, and plants (Palmer 1976). This speciesis present in the Plan
Area.
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Table 24. Snag dependent wildlife species that inhabit or could inhabit the Simpson HCP area, and their habitat requirements.

Shag/Tree Description

Class® Species Average size of snag Minimum size of snagP Snag Habitat type and location®
(reference shown in super script) (reference shown in super script) Abundance F=foraging habitat R=r eproductive habitat
dbh (inches) Height (feet) dbh (inches) Height (feet) (#/acre)
excavates cavities in hard/soft snags and trees, prefers
1 Downy 8-1111624 20-43% 62 10, 152 1% deciduous trees, found in all wooded habitats
woodpecker 1.6 deciduous/conifer, riparian areas, adjacent to wetlands and
3 lakes
F/R 40+ yr old forests™2
open habitats, young forests adjacent to wetlands, edges
1 Black- gt 42 6-10%2 %8 F- open areas, shrub, open water, wetlands, feeds by
capped gleaning throughout the canopy in forests 11+ yr old™?
chickadee R- young forest 40+ yr old* edges adjacent to wetlands,
utilizes stumps
excavates cavities in soft snags
1 Chestnut- 4 42 6-102 open habitats, young forests adjacent to wetlands, edges
backed 25-30%416, F- open areas, shrub, open water, wetlands, feeds by
chickadee 37-40%7 gleaning throughout the canopy in forests 11+ yr old™?
R- young forest 40+ yr old* edges adjacent to wetlands,
utilizes stumps
edge species - forest edges and open areas
2 Western 15-19M46 10° 6-10"? F- grass, shrub, wetlands, cliffs, talus
bluebird R- 40+ yr old conifer/mixed/deciduous forest, nestsin
cavities in trees adjacent to openings, prefers class 5 snags,
utilizes stumps, and nest boxes
within 200" of wetlands in mature forests (40+%), edges
2 Purple 15-21%4 10 adjacent to |akes and ponds
martin F- over open water and wetlands

R- trees, snags, and nest boxes
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Red-breasted
sapsucker

15-30'°

20t

05!
0.6

excavates cavities in hard snags/trees, found in a variety of
habitats - mixed/conifer forests

F- 40+ yr old forests', mostly gleaning insects on live
trees, some drilling and flycatching

R- 40+ yr old forests’, dead tops of live trees are important
for nesting (class 4) but not class 6 snags

Tree swallow

15_191,4,24, 2516

152

10-20'?

deciduous/mixed/conifer forests, riparian forests, open
areas (grass, shrub), wetlands

F- above water, grass, shrub, meadows, forests

R- 40+ yr old forests? and 80+ yr old forests’, nest boxes,
in soft snags (class 6)

Violet-green
swallow

15-20

15!

10-20%2

mixed open forests and riparian areas

F- above water, grass, shrub, meadows, forests

R- 40+ yr old forests? and 80+ yr old forests' and in
buildings

Hairy
woodpecker

14- 171,4,8, 12,24,50

21-23'63%
29-36%7

30_598, 10,12,20
66-0559%

10?

15-20'?

1.82
19!
250

excavates cavities in soft snags, found in all wooded
habitats deciduous/conifer, riparian areas, adjacent to
wetlands and |akes

F- 40+ yr old forests"?, gleansinsects and drilling on trunk
R 40+ yr old forests™?, prefers soft snags (class 4+)

Western
screech owl

17

122

15-20'?

0.4%°

woodland habitats near open areas, riparian areas, also
farmlands and urban habitats

F/R- nests in hard snags/trees along edges between grass,
shrub, open forests of all ages snags, cliffs, talus, also
cavitiesin banks and cliffs, may nest in forests 40+ yr ol d?
and 80+ yr old deciduous/mixed, riparian forests'

Northern
pigmy owl

17t

122

3012

semi-open habitats, all forest types of al ages
F-edges between grass, shrub, open forests, cliffs, talus
R- forests 40+ yr old? and in 80+ yr old forests*
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Northern
2 saw-whet
owl

17-2044%

122

15-20'?

most forest types with dense closed canopy forests
F/R- in forests 40+ yr old? and 80+ yr old forests

2 Northern
flicker

17_211, 16,24,29,33
24077812

30_728,9,10, 12,20,33

122

1042

0.4-0.5-2%
1.2%

excavates cavities in soft snags, found in all forest types
conifer/mixed, open areas

F- wetlands, adjacent to water, forests - all ages

R- mixed/conifer 40+ yr old forests* and 80+ yr old
forests'

3 Pileated
woodpecker

20-25"8,
30-34246.7.8910,33

31-65%,
91_ 1306,8,9,10,31,33

202

31-40%?

0.06*
0.14%%
0.45%
3.2%

excavates cavities in hard/soft snagg/trees, found in mature
or older conifer/mixed forests, open areas with large logs
F- large snags/trees/logs/stumpsin 80+ yr old™?, foragesin
younger clearcuts with logging debris forests, clearcuts
with abundant logs

R- large snags/trees in 80+ yr old forests™?

3 Wood duck

25t

122

6-10%2

within 200 feet of wetlands, deciduous/mixed forestsin or
adjacent to low gradient rivers, sloughs, lakes, ponds,
wetlands

F- wetlands, open water, riparian, grasslands to old-growth
forests

R- 80+ yr old™? riparian forests, utilizes nest boxes

3 Common
merganser

25t

152

6-10%2

within 200 feet of wetlands, 80+ yr old forests™ in or
adjacent to low gradient rivers, sloughs, lakes, ponds,
wetlands

F- wetlands, open water, riparian, grassiands to old-growth
forests

R- 80+ yr old™? riparian forests, utilizes nest boxes

(8) size classes (inches dbh) 1= 8.0 -14.0 inches dbh; 2=14.1-20.0 inches; 3=>20.0-inches

(b) min=minimum size based on literature review species will use; ave—average size based on literature review species selects, typical size of tree or snag used
(c) Old-age forests are defined as greater than 100 years old, and old-growth forests are defined as greater than 120 years old

References for size classes: and location of study:
(2) Brown 1985 [W WA/OR]; (2) Thomas et a. 1979 [NE OR]; (4) Scott et a. 1980 [Western US]; (6) Lundquist and Mariani 1991 [Southern WA Cascades]; (7) Mannan et al.
1980 [W ORY; (8) Madsen 1985 [NE WA - Okan.]; (9) McCleland 1977 [N Rocky Mnts]; (10) Bull 1980 [NE OR]; (12) Raphael and White 1984 [SierraNev - CA]; (16)
Zarnowitz and Manuwal 1985 [NW WA]; (17) Cunningham et al. 1980 [Rock Mnts]; (20) Morrison et al. 1983 [WA/OR]; (24) McClelland et a. 1979 [E WA7Y]; (29) Gutzwiller
and Anderson 1987 [WY]; (33) Bevis 1994 [Central WA Cas]; (39) Robert 1966 [7]; (40) Pugh and Pugh 1957 [CA]; (41) Beaver 1972 [CA]; (42) Akers 1957 [Pac NW]; (43)
Bull and Holthausen 1993 [NE OR]; (44) Thomas et al. 1976 [NE OR]; (45) Bull and Meslow 1977 [NE OR]; (46) Roest 1957 [US- general]; (47) Brewer 1961 [US- generadl];
(48) Schroeder 1983a[US- general]; (49) Garrison 1988 [US- general]; (50) Sousa 1987 [US- general]; (51) Schroeder 1983b [US- general]
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Appendix B: Riparian Guidelines
Riparian Strategies

Eight riparian strategies were defined by identifying the functional needs of groups of closely
related channel classes and the dominant interactions of each channel class groups with their
riparian forest (Table 25). It isthe intent of Simpson’ s riparian strategies to meet the functional
needs and provide for the dominant riparian forest interactions of each channd class by: (1)
specifying a point of measurement and minimum and average widths (Table 26); (2) designating
management guidelines for the RCR (Table 27); and (3) specifying guidance for harvest unit
layout adjacent to streams through narrative descriptions of each riparian strategy. These
narrative descriptions pertain to the functional characteristics of groups of channel classes and
integrate information about the plant potential of riparian settings and natural disturbances likely
to occur in those settings. By including the narratives, Simpson intends to provide information for
its foresters to consider in the course of harvest unit layout to provide the maximum level of
riparian protection within the specified quantitative boundaries outlined in the prescriptions (i.e.,
Tables 28 and 29). Specifically, the narratives are included to provide insight into how variable
width buffers might be designed to optimize ecol ogical function and obtain maximium
environmental benefits within the described boundary limitations.

Canyon

The primary management function of the Canyon riparian strategy is the provision of LWD from
off site, and maintenance of on site shade and detrital inputs. The purpose of this strategy isto
maintain the sediment and organic matter storage capacity of the upper channel network, keep
convective heat transfer to aminimum and supply detritus to the channel asits principle energy
source. This strategy will be applied in the Crescent Uplands (CUP) LTU unit aong the highly
confined channel network of the Olympic foothills. No current harvest is taking place in these
stands (most were logged for the first time only in the 50’'s and 60’ s) and no streamside trees were
retained at that time.

The retention of sediment behind debris dams, in otherwise sediment limited channel reaches, is
the dominant physical process Simpson will be managing. If this capacity is reduced by the break
up of storage structures (LWD dams), the sediment will be carried to downstream reaches where
it accumulatesin flatter channel segments (ROP-C7) along the foothills front boundary. Salmon
and trout habitat is thus compromised by the filling of pools and loss of surface flow in the
summer. There may be some opportunity for management of these riparian leave areas but the
plantations are still young and terrain would require cable thinning or helicopter operations.
Leave areas will not be uniform in width, but concentrated in areas that have a high probability of
contributing LWD to the channel network. Leave areas will also be fashioned to maintain refugia
for stream breeding amphibians.

Channel Migration

The primary management function of the Channel Migration riparian strategy is the retention of
sediment and organic matter and maintenance of nutrient processing. Numerous other riparian
forest functions will be provided by default through this strategy including, bank stability and the
growth of very large specimen cedar and spruce for ultimate contribution of LWD. The purpose
of this strategy is to maintain the floodplain processes that contribute to nutrient processing
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within the soil and the hyporheic® zone and ensure continued development of topographic
complexity of floodplain surfaces. The Channel Migration riparian strategy is being applied to
two settings; either very large meandering alluvial channelsinset within well defined terrace
systems or those low gradient smaller channels with highly erodible banks, (e.g. AGL-Qa6, CIS-
Qc3, or SIG-M6 channel segments in the Alpine Glacial, Crescent Islands, and Sedimentary Inner
Gorges L TUs respectively).

This strategy recognizes flood flow bank erosion, including uncommon but inevitable channel
avulsions asthe principal disturbance agent for these channel types and their riparian forests.
Cutting boundaries Table 26 and Table 27) guarantee that when channel avulsions occur, suitable
riparian forest corridors will be adjacent to the new channel. The expected result due to
implementation of this strategy is the continued devel opment of floodplain complexity and micro-
topography including the many types of small channels that are important for overwintering
habitat of salmonids, especially coho salmon.

Temperature Sensitive

The primary management function of the Temperature Sensitive riparian strategy is shade and the
control of streamside air temperature. The purpose of this strategy is the mediation of water
temperatures in channels that are vulnerable to summer time increases. This strategy is being
proposed for channel class ROP-Qc3. Temperature is an issue e sewhere aswell but thisis an
especialy important channel classin terms of fish utilization and miles. Cutting boundaries
should be established that provide the greatest shade from the mid-day to the early afternoon.
Thismay result in awider, denser |eave area on south and west aspects. All of these channels
have very low summer flows and ample supplies of gravel which frequently form broad riffles
over which the water flows in thin layers exposing it to conductive heat transfer. Maintenance of
adequate shade over these streams will provide a better rearing environment for coho, cutthroat,
and steel head.

Inner Gorge

The primary management function of the Inner Gorge riparian strategy is the provision of LWD
from unstable slopes. The purpose of this strategy isto provide wood large enough to maintain
position or lodge in channel classeslike SIG-L4, SIG-M5, AGL-Qo8, and AGL-Qa6 channels.
Although function of LWD changes in channels of this size and the architecture of LWD
accumulations is different, it is nonetheless very important to the development of productive main
river habitat. Treesin second growth forests today are just approaching a size that produces
functional LWD in large channels. It would be desirable for them to attain additional size before
they arerecruited to the main rivers. To accomplish this the timber harvest boundary is set back
from directly delivering inner gorge side slopes. Floodplain complexity will be enhanced by this
strategy over the long run. Maintenance or creation of thiskind of habitat isimportant in these
channels dueto their relatively confined character. Growing big wood fast is the goal of this
strategy. Within this strategy there should be significant opportunity for active management.
However, in these areas the largest trees that have the highest likelihood of recruiting to the river
must be retained.

2 The hyporheic zone consists of subsurface gravels and interstitial waters which mix with surface and
groundwater. Recent research has shown that important biological and chemical processes occur in the
hyporheic zone that contribute to the productivity of surface waters.
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Alluvial Bedrock Transition

The primary management function of the Alluvial Bedrock Transition riparian strategy isthe
provision of LWD. The purpose of this strategy is the maintenance of an alluvial channel bed in
channel classeslikely to scour to bedrock in the absence of LWD. (A minimum diameter of about
0.8 mis needed before LWD is functional in these channels). This strategy will be applied along
channel classes SIG-M 3 and SIG-M4 channels. The principal recruitment zone for high value
LWD isat and just beyond the break in slope.

Valley walls of these channel types are overlain with athin mantle of soil which is quite unstable.
Thevalley walls may never have produced many large conifer making it especially important to
produce them on surfaces that are stable long enough to recruit trees of large size and where they
will be delivered to the stream. Unless a supply of LWD is provided to these streams over time
they will loose their alluvial character because they have no connection to upland channel
networks where weathering bedrock and mass wasting contribute a continual flow of colluvium
for fluvial processing. The focus of stand manipulation in this strategy is to grow big conifers
fast, requiring considerable silvicultural intervention since many stands adjacent to these channels
are dense western hemlock. Sitka spruce grows rapidly in these settings and care should be taken
to release younger individuals in the understory.

Break in Sope

The primary management function of the Break in Sope riparian strategy is the provision of
LWD. A wide range of channel classes are assigned this strategy (Table 25). Cutting boundaries
should be moved back away from the break in slope with emphasis being given to wind and
shade protection of south and west aspects. Aswith the Alluvial Bedrock Transition riparian
strategy, the boundary needs to be back because the inner side slopes adjacent to the channel are
not the surfaces from which conifer LWD is recruited.

In the AGL, the cemented gravels of the side dope are overlain with thin soils and the boundary
horizon accumul ates water. Alder, salmonberry, and devils club predominate on those dopes. The
smaller of these channels dry up in the summer but are used by juvenile steelhead for winter
refuge. Without LWD the pools needed for winter resting are not maintained as the channel
reverts to plane bed morphology. In the larger channels the same pools are needed for the
maintenance of older year classes of cutthroat trout and coho throughout the year. This strategy
provides ample opportunity for active management as the surfaces above the break in dope are
suitable for ground based logging systems.

Reverse Break in Sope

Primary management functions targeted by the Reverse Break in Sope strategy are the provision
of LWD and nurselogs. The purpose of providing nurselogsisto maintain conifer germination
sitesin an otherwise unfavorable environment. LWD is needed for creating channel complexity.
This strategy is being proposed adjacent to channel classes SIG-L2 and AGL-Qo4 (Table 25).
The proposed cutting boundaries for these sites should retain a conifer component for
establishment of large trees for eventual recruitment of LWD to the channel and the forest floor.
These settings are typified by wet understory plant communities whose early seral stages are
dominated by red alder. After the first logging, these sites reverted to alder and today present one
of the most difficult riparian recovery challenges.
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Channels traversing these valleys are low to moderate gradient and provide potentially very good
fish habitat. Most of the wood left in these channels today is residua old growth andisin
advanced stages of decay. Without new wood recruitment over the next several decadesto direct
the erosive energy of the streams in forming new pools, pool spacing will go up with
commensurate loss of habitat for older year classes of trout. Red alder stands adjacent to these
channels are at their peak of vigor now and will be declining over the next thirty years. The few
scattered conifer saplings that can be found in the understory are currently suppressed but
represent a valuable resource for the future. All conifers should be maintained in the understory
and a conifer component should be retained in the outermost riparian boundary.

Unstable Soped/Intermittent Flow

The purpose of the Intermittent Flow riparian strategy is to maintain important functional

linkages between channel segments and their riparian areas for channel classes that typically have
low average fish resource value. However, this strategy explicitly recognizes that physical
processes may transmit significant impacts from these channel classes, downstream to other
channel segments of the same class or those of other classes that are longitudinally connected,
and for which on-site biological resource valueis high. This group of channel classesis highly
diverse, lies at thetip of the channel network in al LTUs, and constitutes the smallest of channels
but the preponderance of the total actual channd mileage. In the majority of cases, segments of
these channd classes will not support fish, but within a class, thereis substantial variance with
respect to physical condition and the presence of particular species.

Where any species of fish are present, a 20 meter average (3 acres per 1,000 feet), no harvest,
continuous buffer outside the channel disturbance zone will be retained in a pattern that optimizes
functional needs for specific channel classes. See Appendix E for more details about functional
characteristics of specific channel classes. Unstable slopes adjacent to these channel classes will

al so be afforded continuous protection.

Where no fish are present and no instability exists, 80 trees per 1,000 feet of channel shall be
retained that are representative of the pre-harvest stand size distribution and species composition.
In these cases, leave trees should be clumped in patches designed to optimize the functional needs
for specific channel classes. The clumping of |eave trees along non-fish bearing portions of these
channel classes will provide discontinuous forest fragments for recruitment of LWD and
immediate protection for stream breeding amphibiansin the perrenial segments. The majority of
segments afforded this strategy will be intermittent.
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Table 25. Key to channél classification scheme and itsrelation to riparian strategies.

Channel Classifiers

Channel Width (CW)

Confinement by Valley Width (VW) to CW Ratio

Channel Bed M orphology

(ROP)

Smal =0-4m Highly confined = VW <2 X CW Bedrock = BD
Medium=4-16m Moderately confined = VW 2 - 4 X CW Cascade = Cas
Large=>16m Unconfined = VW >4 X CW Step-pool = SP
Forced step pool = SP;
Plane-bed = PB
Forced pool riffle = PRs
Pool riffle= PR
Braided = BR
Lithotopo Unit
Crescent Uplands (CUP) Recessional Outwash Plain Crescent Islands (CIS)

Sedimentary Inner Gorges (SIG)

Alpine Glacia (AGL)

CUP-C1 = Sm, HC, Cas/BD
CUP-C2 = Sm, HC, SP/Cas
CUP-C3 =8Sm, HC, SP{/SP
CUP-C4 = Md, HC, SP/BD
CUP-C5 =Md, MC, SP/PB
CUP-C6 = Md, HC, SP/PB

CUP-C8 =Lg, HC, SP/PB

ROP-C7 = Md, UC, BR/PB/PR
ROP-Qa7 = Lg, UC, BR
ROP-Qcl = Sm, UC, PR,
ROP-Qc2 = Sm, HC, PR /SP;
ROP-Qc3 = Md, UC, PR/PR
ROP-Qc4 = Md, HC, PB/PR;
ROP-Qc5 = Md, HC, PB/PR;
ROP-Qc6 = Md, UC, PR
ROP-Qc7 = Lg, MC, PR/BR
ROP-Qc8 = Lg, MC, PR/PB

CIS-C1 = Sm, HC, SP,

CIS-C5 = Md, MC-UC, PR/PB
CIS-Qcl = Sm, HC, SP;
CIS-Qc2 = Sm, MC-UC, PR,
CIS-Qc3 = Md, UC, PR/PR

SIG-L1=Sm, HC, SP,
SIG-L2 = Sm, MC,PR/PR
SIG-L3=Md, HC, SP/BD
SIG-L4=Lg, HC, PR/PB
SIG-M1 = Sm, HC, SP,
SIG-M2 = Sm, MC, PR
SIG-M3=Md, HC, BD /PRy
SIG-M4=Md, MC, BD/PR;
SIG-M5=Lg, HC, PR/PB
SIG-M6 = Md, UC, PR
SIG-Qa6 = Lg, UC, PR
SIG-Qcl = Sm, HC, SPy
SIG-Qc2 = Sm, MC-UC, PR
SIG-Qc3 = Md, MC-UC, PR,
SIG-Qol = Sm, HC, SP/SP
SIG-Qo2 = Sm, MC-UC, PR,
SIG-Q03 = Md, HC, PR{/SP;
SIG-Qo4 = Md, MC, PR/PB

AGL-Qa6 = Lg, UC, PR
AGL-Qol = Sm, HC, SP/SP
AGL-Qo2 = Sm, MC-UC, PRy
AGL-Q03 = Sm, HC, PR//SP;
AGL-Qo4 = Md, UC, PR, /PB
AGL-Q05=Md, HC, PRy
AGL-Qo06 =Md, HC-MC, PR¢/PB
AGL-Qo7 =Lg, HC, PR/PB
AGL-Q08 = Lg, HC, SP/PB

Riparian Strategies

Channel Unstable and Reverse Break in Temperature Alluvial
Canyon Migration Break in Slope Inner Gorge Intermittent Slope Sensitive Bedrock
Transition
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Table 26. Riparian management area widths and associated guidelines by channel class.
Narrative objectives for each riparian strategy are provided in preceding text.

Channel Miles | Avg. Min. Measure | Riparian Strategy Guide Typelocale
Class Width® Width | d From Stream and GI'S Segment No.
AGL-Qab 12.7 | 40/30 25 CMZ Channel migration 3 | Wynoochee; 11/20/8; 25262
AGL-Qol 61.3 [ 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 6/20/7; 26100
AGL-Qo2 22.5 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 29/21/7; 42518
AGL-Qo03 7.3 | 25/15 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 14/20/8; 24979
AGL-Qo4 2.6 | 30/20 20 CDZ Reverse break in slope 3 | Unnamed; 35/21/8; 26812
AGL-Q05 8.8 | 20/10 5 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 14/20/8; 24831
AGL-Qo06 13.6 | 30/20 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Schafer; 32/21/7; 26659
AGL-Qo7 3.7 | 30/20 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Schafer; 24/20/8; 23838
AGL-Qo8 52 ] 30 20 BIS Inner gorge 2 | Wynoochee; 12/21/8; 30865
CIS-Cl 83.9 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 15/19/4; 17265
CIS-C5 1.7 | 40/30 20 CDz Reverse break in slope 3 | Rock; 23/19/5; 16046
CIS-Qcl 33.3 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDZ Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 16/19/4; 17055
CIS-Qc2 28.0 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 16/19/4; 17350
CIS-Qc3 16.8 | 30/25 20 CMZ Channel migration 3 | Kennedy; 31/19/3; 12238
CUP-C1 199.9 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 24/21/6; 2900
CUP-C2 229 | 25 15 CDz Canyon 1 | Unnamed; 17/21/5; 29607
CUP-C3 245 | 25 15 CDhz Canyon 1 | Unnamed; 17/21/5; 29535
CUP-C4 49 | 25 15 CDZ Canyon 1 [ N. Mtn.; 17/21/5; 29241
CUP-C5 35| 25 15 CMZ Canyon 3 | Dry Bed; 13/21/6; 29150
CUP-C6 36| 30 20 CDZ Canyon 1 [ Baker; 16/21/6; 30414
CUP-C8 59 | 35 25 BIS Inner gorge 2 | M Fk Satsop; 16/21/6; 29741
ROP-C7 9.4 | 40/40 20 OHW Channel migration 3 | N Mtn; 21/21/5; 27963
ROP-Qa7 3.7 | 50/40 30 CMZ Channel migration 3 | Vance; 10/21/5; 31355
ROP-Qcl 167.3 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 28/20/5; 22360
ROP-Qc2 1034 | 3/1 0 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 29/20/5; 22697
ROP-Qc3 44.2 | 30/25 20 CMZ Temperature sensitive 3 | Glenn; 33/20/5; 21864
ROP-Qc4 9.1 | 20/15 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 31/21/5; 26917
ROP-Qc5 12.1 | 30/20 15 BIS Break in slope 2 | Bingham; 36/20/6; 21088
ROP-Qc6 9.5 | 40/30 20 BIS Channel migration 2 | Decker; 31/20/6; 21845
ROP-Qc7 15.2 | 65/40 30 CMZ Channel migration 3 | Stillwater; 32/20/5; 20675
ROP-Qc8 28 | 40 30 BIS Channel migration 3 | E. Fk. Satsop; 21/19/6; 16167
SIG-L1 160.0 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 23/21/7; 29219
SIG-L2 38.5 | 30/20 20 CDz Reverse break in slope 1 | Unnamed; 34/19/6; 12478
SIG-L3 6.3 | 20/15 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 24/21/7; 28809
SIG-L4 24.2 | 40% 25 BIS Inner gorge 2 | W. Fk. Satsop; 34/21/7; 26789
SIG-M1 67.8 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 3/18/6; 11250
SIG-M2 18.5 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 32/20/7; 21375
SIG-M3 9.6 | 30/15 10 BIS Alluvial/bedrock 2 | Unnamed; 3/20/7; 26221
SIG-M4 6.0 [ 40/25 20 BIS Alluvial/bedrock 2 | Sandstone; 9/20/7; 25521
SIG-M5 15.1 | 40 25 BIS Inner gorge 2 | Canyon; 10/20/7; 24873
SIG-M6 2.3 [ 50/30 30 CMZ Channel migration 3 [ Cook; 4/18/6; 11122
SIG-Qab 11.3 | 40 25 CMZ Channel migration 3 | W. Fk. Satsop; 33/20/7; 21687
SIG-Qcl 12.8 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 22/20/7; 23769
SIG-Qc2 8.9 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 13/20/7; 24502
SIG-Qc3 9.1 | 25/15 10 CMZ Temperature sensitive 3 | Unnamed; 22/20/7; 23132
SIG-Qol 38.3 | 3ac/Mft. 20/10 CDz Unstable/ Intermittent 4 | N.Fk. Abyss; 28/21/7; 27524
SIG-Qo2 19.0 | 3 ac/Mft. 20/10 CDzZ Unstable / Intermittent 4 | Unnamed; 29/20/7; 22670
SIG-Qo3 4.8 | 25/15 10 BIS Break in slope 2 | Unnamed; 16/20/7; 42409
SIG-Qo4 20| 30 20 BIS Break in slope 2 | Devils Club; 16/21/7; 29638
Total 1397.8

2 All widths are in meters; where two average widths are given, the wider applies to the windward aspect
and the lesser to the leeward aspect, in cases where only one average width is provided, it appliesto both
sides of the stream. In the case of the Unstable/Intermittent Flow strategy some segments will be given
discontinuous buffers consistent with Guideline 4, Table 27.
24 Except when a stable terrace exists below inner gorge slope, then harvest permitted to break in slope.
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Table 27. Riparian management guideline descriptions

Guideline

Description

1

No-harvest

2

No-harvest in CMZ and to the break in dope. If conifer basal areain the managed zone
exceeds 150 square feet per acre, 40% of the trees may be harvested subject to the
following limitations: 1) on the windward side of the stream, harvest will be from the
lower end of the size distribution, in no case will dominant trees be taken nor density
reduced below 25 tpa, and 2) on the leeward side of the stream, harvest operations shall
not appreciably alter the DBH size distribution or species composition from the pre-
existing stands.

No-harvest in CMZ or CDZ and first 10 m upslope. If conifer basal areain the managed
zone exceeds 150 square feet per acre'®, 40% of the trees may be harvested subject to the
following limitations: 1) on the windward side of the stream, harvest will be from the
lower end of the size distribution, in no case will dominant trees be taken nor density
reduced below 25 tpa, and 2) on the leeward side of the stream, harvest operations shall
not appreciably alter the DBH size distribution or species composition from the pre-
existing stands.

Appliesto small channel classes: (some segments within virtually all of the classes will
have fish and/or unstable side slopes).

A. Where fish® are present: retain a minimum 3.0 acres of no-harvest leave area per 1,000
feet of channel beyond the channel disturbance zone. A 10 and 20 meter minimum width
extending from the channel disturbance zone will be preserved on the leeward and the

% Basal areawill be averaged for each side of the stream by individual timber harvest units. Thinningin
some areas that exceed 150 square feet per acre conifer basal areais a management prescription that should
achieve two goals: (1) promote rapid growth of the remaining stand by reducing its relative density; and (2)
provide an opportunity for Simpson to recover commodity value at alow risk to the riparian environment.
Simpson estimates that approximately 6,400 acres (22% or the total RCR) may be available for this
treatment (see Section 6.2.1.1). The areas where this management prescription generally applies have a
lower than average likelihood of contributing woody debris to channels. The riparian forest function
provided in these areas are buffering for windthrow protection and protection of the inner core of the
riparian reserve. Those surfaces which have the highest likelihood of contributing functionally to channels
have received full no-harvest protection.

% Fish are defined as all fish including sculpins and lamprey (see Table 1). Simpson will determine the
presence or absence of fish with the use of electro-fishing gear. While “habitat diagnostics’ approaches are
currently popular, Simpson has extensive experience with fish distribution and habitat characteristicsin the
Plan Area and knows that the habitat based approaches often understate or overstate the actual zone of fish
use. Unless an abrupt and permanent change in physical characteristics occurs Simpson seldom documents
the end of fish distribution as the last fish in its surveys because it believes this point may move upstream
or downstream over time, depending on small scale changes to habitat or inter-annual variation in flows.
There is most often atributary junction nearby in the upstream direction that makes a reasonabl e breaking
point. Often these confluence represent points in the channel network where watershed area is reduced by
such a significant amount (sometimes by half) that the channel characteristics change significantly. These
changes usually render the channel incapable of supporting fish due to a shift to “colluvial” conditions.
Simpson does its fish distribution surveys at times that optimize the opportunity of finding fish based on
life history traits and seasonal movement patterns.
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windward sides of the stream respectively. The balance of the leave area shall be
organized to protect and develop afull range of riparian forest functions as they occur for
specific channel classes and individual stream settings. It is anticipated that the leave
acreage outside the minimum zones will be concentrated on the windward side, around
tributary junctions, forested wetlands, side slope seeps, adjacent to reaches where
discontinuous terraces may occur or develop, and in areas that may be especialy prone to
windthrow. Any unstable dopes that lie streamward of a 20 m average boundary on each
side (from the CDZ) may be counted toward the 3.0 acre leave requirement but leave areas
buffering unstable slopes outside that zone, are additive and guided by prescriptionsin
Section 5.2.4.

B. Channel segments that support fish at any time of the year, but that are seasonally or
temporally intermittent shall be provided continuous buffer protection consistent with
other provisions of this guideline 4.

C. Unstable dopes adjacent to the channel will not be harvested and shall be afforded
continuous no harvest protection.

D. In the remaining segments not receiving continuous protection under conditionsin A -
C above, 80 trees per 1,000 feet of channel shall be retained (equal in size distribution and
species characteristics to the pre-harvest stand). The leave trees shall be left in at least 0.5
acre patches (however credit will be given for isolated trees) that will be organized to
provide functional requirements for specific channel classes.

E. Where delivering unstable side slopes exist adjacent to channel segments given the 80
trees (0.5 acres) per 1,000 feet guideline and where such segments lie sequentially
upstream from fish bearing segments, leave will be increased to 160 trees (1.0 acres) per
1,000 feet and will beleft in a continuous buffer immediately adjacent to the channel.
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Appendix C: Details of Road I nventory
General

Simpson will implement a comprehensive and systematic inventory of its entire road system as
part of the HCP implementation (Section 5.2.2.1(b)). The purpose of thisinventory isto identify
problems with the road system that need to be corrected in order to prevent harm to public
resources. These problems will be prioritized and scheduled for remedial work using information
collected during the inventory. Data collected during thisinventory will be organized and stored
in a database associated with Simpson’s GIS (Section 5.2.2.1(c)). For those problems that require
follow-up actions or inspections, the inventory and the database will be used to establish
schedules and produce automatic work orders for the road maintenance crews.

Theinventory will be implemented on a priority basis for watersheds ranging in size from 2,000-
10,000 acres. Watershed priorities will be established based on the value of aquatic resources
potentially at risk. Highest priority will be accorded watersheds currently supporting large
numbers of anadromous salmonids (e.g. Kennedy, Bingham, and Schafer Creeks). Simpson will
establish these prioritiesin consultation with the SAT.

What followsis abrief description of the inventory procedure and the outputs from the database.

Road Inventory Procedure

Theroad inventory will be implemented at a small watershed scale (2,000-10,000 acres) in an
order that will be based on their significance to anadromous salmonid production. The SAT will
be consulted during the development of a priority list for implementation of the road inventory.
The actual inventory process will consist of three primary stages; 1) office planning, 2) field
inspection and data collection, and 3) data entry and report generation. All three work categories
for individual road inventories will be the responsibility of the same individual.

Office Planning

In this stage of the inventory two primary tasks are to be completed; 1) areview of the historical
performance of the road system, and 2) logistical planning. Sequential aerial photos will be
reviewed to document past failures within the road system being inventoried. These siteswill be
transferred onto the maps that are assembled at this point for reference and specia attention
during the field inspection stage of the inventory work. A compilation of notes assembled during
this phase will become a permanent part of the archived record for each road inventory.

Field Inspection and Data Collection

A visual inspection of the entire road system will be made. During these inspections, a data sheet
will be filled out for each road segment (defined by road junctions) and each channel intersection
that occursin that segment (see accompanying example data sheets). Inspection work will be
completed by Simpson personnel who have many years of experience identifying maintenance
requirements for logging roads. During this inspection the road system will be evaluated for the
likelihood of it'simpacts to public resources by inspecting a complete range of structural features
and assessing how they are functioning and interacting with natural landscape characteristics.
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Field inspections are separated into two separate data categories; 1) the road (including the
running surface, ditches, relief culverts, cutbanks and sidecast), and 2) channel crossings.

1. Evaluation of all road-related sediment delivery mechanisms.
All road segments will be evaluated for problems in the following areas:
a) Ditcherosion andincision.

b) Adequacy of road drainage features including road prism grading, relief culvert spacing, and
relief culvert outfall location and treatment.

c) Stability and potential deliverability of sidecast material.

d) Cut slope stability and relationship to ditch function.

€) Interception of shallow subsurface flow.

f) Drainage piracy and transfer of water between catchments.

2. Evaluation of al channel and road intersections.

All channel and road intersections will be evaluated for problemsin the following areas:
a) Fishpassage at all culverts.

b) Flood flow capacity of the culvert.

¢) Road surface sedimentation from approaches.

d) Likelihood of diversion at the culvert.

€) Likelihood of fill failure and approximate volume that could be lost.

f) Structural condition of culvert.

Road Segment Database
Road Inventory Data Entry and Report Generation

The data collected in the field (as described) will be entered into Simpson’ s Road Segment
Database. Datawill be stored in the database for roads aswell asfor al channel crossings. This
information will then tie directly to our GIS system so that maps and other GIS overlays can be
created.

The database and GIS system will be used to generate reports and maps showing, for example, an
average road score per mile and an average score per crossing for each basin. Based on the
sensitivity of each basin (biological and water quality needs), and the field data, reports will be
generated to help prioritize maintenance work. For the highest priority basins, detailed work
orders will be developed and entered into the database that will best address the causes of the
problemsin that areato reduce the risk of future sediment delivery. The database will also be
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used by the road crew to schedule work and to account for work completed. Annual compliance
reports and maps will be created from this database and GIS system to show where and how
much work was completed.

Database Outputs
1. Identification of road segment status.

The plan area has roads of different ages and construction standards, many of which were built
without a comprehensive view of long term logging or maintenance plans. Consequently there
has not been any systematic evaluation of the need for many miles of existing road, much of
which is currently in an inactive haul status. All road segments will be assigned an activity status
in the inventory causing Simpson to determine if roads are needed for long term forestry
operations. This action will place many road segmentsinto a category for candidate
decommissioning. Roads deemed non-essential for long term forestry operations will be
candidates for decommissioning or dormancy conditioning.

2. ldentification of problems associated with specific road segments and channel crossings.
3. Prioritized work orders for the maintenance crews.

4. Tracking system for recurrent inspection and maintenance requirements.
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DRAFT

Road #:

Date Inv:

Comments:

Road/Stream Crossing Inventory/Maintanence Data Sheet

Road_Point_ID #:

Inspector:

Road_Pnt_Mslink #:

Work Orders:

Re-inspection Schedule:

Crossing Type:

Bridges:

Annual 2 years

Bridge Culvert

Year Installed:

Inadequate High Flow Protection?
Direct Delivery from Approach?
Direct Delivery from Ditchline?

Culverts:

5 years

Problem:
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No

Total Bridge Ranking Score:

Functional/Flow problems?
Inadequate High Flow Protection?
Direct Delivery from Approach?
Direct Delivery from Ditchline?
Filled in catch basins?

Fish Blockage?

Failure Risk?

Estimated fill volume (cubic yards)

Priority Ranking Scoring:

Problem:
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No
Yes / No

Total Culvert Ranking Score:

3 - High Priority

2 - Medium Priority

1 - Low Priority

0 - No Mitigation Needed

10 years

Ranking: Comments:

/9

Ranking: Comments:

/21
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DRAFT Road Segment Inventory/Maintanence Data Sheet

Road #: Road_Inv_ID #: Segment #'s:
Date Inv: Inspector:

Comments:

Work Orders:

Road_Type: Mainline Branch Spur Railroad Other

Current Road Activity Status:  Active Inactive Blocked Orphaned Deactivated

Future Road Use Category: Permanent Dormant  Decommission
Re-inspection Schedule:  Annual 2 years 5 years 10 years
Cut Slope Problem: Ranking: Comments:

Excessive Raveling/Eroding?  Yes / No

Ditches

Excesive Ditch Erosion? Yes / No
Surfacing

Eroding and delivering? Yes / No
Cross-Drains

Inadequet Size/Spacing? Yes / No

Needs Energy Dissipators? Yes / No

Filled in catch basins? Yes / No
Sidecast

Unstable/cracking? Yes / No

Excessive Ravelling/Eroding? Yes / No
Brush

Is brush control needed? Yes / No

Total Ranking Score: /18

Priority Ranking Scoring: 3 - High Priority
2 - Medium Priority
1 - Low Priority
0 - No Mitigation Needed
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Definitions— Road Terms

Road Types (to be mapped in GIS roadcl.dgn layer):

Mainline: Forest road that is of highest standard and has high traffic levels, used frequently for
hauling forest products, usually road # ends with 00. These roads will be part of our
permanent road system.

Branch: System road connecting spurs to mainline, used for multiple units over time, not as
much traffic compared to mainlines, usually road # endsin 10’sor 5's. These roads may
be a part of our permanent road system.

Spur: Short, lower standard forest road used for a particular forest practice. Needed for logging,
planting, and continuing management of unit, but traffic levels are lower still than branch
roads. These roads may be deactivated after use.

Current Road Activity Status:

Active Roads: Forest roads actively used for hauling forest products (wood, rock, etc). Must
maintain culverts and ditches, minimize erosion of road surface, and crown, outslope or
waterbar.

I nactive Roads: Forest roads where hauling has been discontinued for 1 or more seasons. Must
clear culverts and ditches before 1% rainy season and crown, outslope or waterbar. Then
landowner is not liable for penalties.

Blocked: Roads that have been tank-trapped or otherwise blocked to vehicle access, but with
little or no deactivation work done.

Orphaned: Old forest roads that are inactive and haven't been used for years. These roads may
or may not be driveable.

Deactivated: 2 classes of deactivated roads: decommissioned and dormant. (see definitions
below)

Future Road Use Categories:

Permanent Roads: forest roads needed permanently for long-term forest management.

Dormant Roads. Roads put into a dormant category such that the chances of erosion and failure
arevirtually eliminated. Examples of dormancy work include blocking vehicle access,
pulling back unstable sidecast near stream crossings, clearing ditches, culverts opened or
culvert and fill removed, road surface outsloped or crowned, cross ditches or other
drainage structures added.

Decommissioned Roads: Roads to be decommissioned such that hill slope function and
drainage patterns will be returned to a natural state and the road prism will be virtually
eliminated and revegetated. Examples of decommissioning work include blocking access,
pulling back sidecast, outslope and obliterate road prism, fills at all crossings removed
and culverts or bridges pulled, cross ditches or other drainage structures added, and
exposed surfaces revegetated.
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Road Maintenance:

Operational: Continuing work done on active roads to keep them up to standards during use,
including grading, crowning, ditch clean out, etc.

Emergency: Emergency work done to repair recently created major problems (dides, etc.), that
isdone rapidly to keep roads open. A post event analysis will be done to identify factors
involved in causing the damage and to determine if other additional steps need to be
taken to prevent such future occurrences.

Preventative (Inventory): Future road maintenance and deactivation work done in compliance
with HCP that will be determined from field inventory and prioritization work.

Drainage Structures:

Cross Drain: Culvert to relieve runoff from ditches, not associated with stream crossings.

Cross Ditch: Deep depression cut across road to move water from ditch and running surface
away from road and onto forest floor to reduce erosion from increased volume and
velocity of water. For use only on deactivated roads, otherwise it would be a driveable
dip.

Driveable Dip: Depression cut across road surface to move water from ditch and running surface
away from road and onto forest floor to reduce erosion from increased volume and
velocity of water. For use on permanent and temporary roads.

Water bar: Small depression cut across road tread to move water off of running surface and into
ditch line or onto forest floor to reduce erosion from increased volume and vel ocity of
water.
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Appendix D: Small Stream Assessment

General

The subject of small stream management has come under increasing scrutiny in the forested
landscape. In part this is because small stream management involves more uncertainties and less
information than are generally available for assessments and prescriptions involving larger
streams. Simpson believes that this HCP represents a significant attempt to characterize and
manage small streams in the context of a highly variable landscape. The approach Simpsonis
proposing should be credited for two things: (1) a significant advancein the level of protection
currently afforded the small stream base on private forest lands, and (2) awell designed
experiment in small stream management in which the risks to the public resources have been
minimized by a careful assessment and classification of the small stream base.

Small stream base

The group of channel classes assigned to the intermittent flow/unstable slopes (“1FUS’) riparian
strategy is the most diverse and difficult to characterize of any that is associated with one of the
plan’sriparian strategies. The current regulatory scheme for forest practicesin Washington lumps
most of these channel typestogether as Type 4 or 5. Of the 919 milesin this group, 775 miles or
88 percent are classed as 4, 5, or 9. However, virtually all 14 channel classes have some segments
that support fish (Table 28).

Table 28. Miles of channel classes assigned the | FUS strategy by DNR stream type.

DNR Stream Type (miles)
Channel Class|Class Character [ClassMiles 1 2 3 4 5 9
AGL-Qol Sm, HC, SP{/SP 614 00| 05 105 7.6 26.1 16.7
AGL-Qo02 Sm, MC-UC, PRy 225 00| 00 7.9 35 3.7 7.4
CclscC1 Sm, HC, SP; 840 00 00 4.7 3.0 24.4 519
CIS-Qcl Sm, HC, SP 333 00| 00 11 15 8.8 22.0
CIS-Qc2 Sm, MC-UC, PR 281] 04 o1 85 3.1 4.4 11.6
CUP-C1 Sm, HC, Cas/BD 1996 0.0 0.0 17 55.6 74.1 68.4
ROP-Qcl Sm, UC, PR, 165.7] 00 24 339 32.4 36.7 60.3
SIG-L1 Sm, HC, SP 160.00 0.0 0.0 8.1 6.5 57.7 87.7
SIG-M1 Sm, HC, SP 67.8] 00/ 00 3.9 438 333 25.8
SIG-M2 Sm, MC, PRy 185 0.0/ 0.0 7.7 4.9 4.1 1.8
SIG-Qcl Sm, HC, SP; 128 00 00 17 24 6.6 2.1
SIG-Qc2 Sm, MC-UC, PR 89| 00/ 00 3.2 0.4 33 2.0
SIG-Qol Sm, HC, SP/SP 377] 00| 00 2.6 5.7 16.7 12.7
SIG-Qo2 Sm, MC-UC, PRy 189] 00 00 103 4.4 29 1.4
Totals 9192 05] 30] 1056 135.7 302.6] 3718

Management approach

Consistent with Simpson’s overall riparian approach, it is the goal of the IFUS riparian strategy to
maintain important functional linkages between channel segments and their riparian forests. Even
though channel classes assigned this strategy typically have low on site fish resource value, in
some instances significant impacts may be transmitted downstream to other channel segments of
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the same class or those of other classes for which on site fish resource value is higher. Certain of
these channel classes also contain stream breeding amphibian populations and their habitat. In
order to optimize both environmental protection and timber harvest opportunity, Simpson’s HCP
emphasizes a flexible approach to managing the diversity of ecological function and wide range
of physical settingsin this group of channel classes. Simpson’ s assessment of the differences
between and within classes, and its classification system that organizes those differences,
provides the necessary scientific framework for the application of management prescriptions.

Reiteration of general management prescriptions

Appendix B contains specific information on the application of the IFUS riparian strategy.
However, asimple reiteration may be helpful here for the sake of continuity and readability of
this section. For channdl segments where any species of fish are present, a minimum of 3 acres of
no harvest buffer per 1,000 feet of channel will be retained in a pattern that optimizes functional
benefits for the channel class. Unstable slopes adjacent to any of these channel classes will also
be protected with continuous leave areas regardless of the presence or absence of fish. In many
cases the unstable leave areas will significantly increase the number of trees retained adjacent to
these channel classes. Where no fish are present, and no instability exists, 80 trees per 1,000 feet
of stream shall be retained that are representative of the pre-harvest stand in both size and species
composition. In these cases, leave trees will be left in patches of at |east ¥z acre and where they
will have a high likelihood of contributing to the functional requirements and ecological roles of
the particular channel segments. Such places may include tributary junctions, areas of locally
steeper channel slope, areas of locally greater valley width, zones of channel up-welling, or
adjacent to seeps and springs. The clumping of leave trees a ong non fish-bearing portions of
these channel classes will provide discontinuous forest fragments for recruitment of LWD and
also provide immediate protection for stream breeding amphibians. In those cases where unstable
slopes exist upstream from channel segments that would be protected with discontinuous buffers,
a continuous buffer of 160 trees per 1,000 feet of channel will be retained in a continuous band
adjacent to the channel.

Risk assessment

Three critical areas are addressed below to assist reviewersin evaluating the relative level of risk
associated with Smpson’s IFUS strategy: (1) the extent of the small stream base available for
immediate harvest under these prescriptions, (2) relative physical hazards, and (3) biological
resources supported in each of the different channe classes comprising the group. Taken together
this information provides a solid basis for evaluating the sufficiency of the overall approach to
protecting riparian function and aquatic habitat and the relative level of risk associated with this
aspect of the HCP.

Extent of small stream basein harvestable age stands

Table 29 lists the mileage for each channel class that has been harvested to a particular “industry
period standard”. The last column represents the mileage base that could be harvested
immediately under the HCP prescriptions (i.e. mature second growth timber). These numbers
may provide auseful index to the current “ conservation opportunity” for each channel class.
Based on Simpson’ s log sourcing strategies and projected rotation ages, thirty-seven percent of
the channel mileage base assigned to the IFUS strategy is available for harvest today, the rest
being in some stage of re-growth following the previous harvest.
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Extent of small stream base receiving protection

Under the plan proposal 100 percent of the channel mileage will receive praotection of some kind,
be it continuous buffering for fish or unstable slopes, or discontinuous buffering in the absence of
fish and instability. While no figure for the mileage afforded continuous protection by unstable
slopesis available for these channel classes, it is anticipated that the additiona protection of
unstable slopes required by the plan will substantially augment the continuous buffers provided
for channel segments supporting fish.

Table 29. Estimate of the number of miles harvested to " industry period standards' for each
channel classin the IFUSriparian strategy.

Channel Milesin Class | Pre-FPA | FPA-TFW TFW- Available
Class Present
AGL-Qol 61.4 11.1 2.6 12.0 35.7
AGL-Qo02 225 4.1 0.9 4.4 13.1
CclscC1 84.0 6.7 234 28.6 25.2
CIS-Qcl 33.3 2.7 9.3 11.3 10.0
CIS-Qc2 28.1 2.2 7.8 9.6 8.4
CUP-C1 199.6 87.0 11.8 26.6 74.3
ROP-Qcl 165.7 13.9 26.8 62.8 62.0
SIG-L1 160.0 13.9 36.3 52.8 56.8
SIG-M1 67.8 5.9 15.4 224 24.1
SIG-M2 185 16 4.2 6.1 6.6
SIG-Qcl 12.8 1.1 29 4.2 45
SIG-Qc2 8.9 0.8 2.0 2.9 3.2
SIG-Qol 37.7 3.3 8.6 124 134
SIG-Qo2 18.9 1.6 4.3 6.2 6.7
Total 919.2 156.0 156.4 262.3 343.8

Physical hazards and biological resources
AGL-Qol

This channel class occurs at the tip of the channel network in the AGL and runs through glacial
tills that are frequently highly cemented and capable of holding steep slopes with little risk of
failure. In some cases however, subsurface moisture accumul ates and comes to the surface on the
over-steepened lower slopes of these low order basins indicating a combination of factors that
constitute unstable conditions. Large logs or accumulations of logs from past shallow rapid
landdlides or logging debris serve to locally stabilize the entire valley floor, which is often no
more than 5 meters in width. Owing to this relatively narrow valley, sediment derived from mass
wasting of the side dlopesis generally deliverable. Shallow rooting of Douglas fir in these soils
and the preponderance of western hemlock in these stands makes AGL-Qol riparian settings
prone to wind damage unless they are topographically sheltered. Woody debris helpsto retain
sediment and moderate local channel dope in these systems but channel roughnessasois
supplied by large glacial clasts in the channel bed.

Simpson has recorded relatively high densities of tailed frog and Cope’ s giant salamandersin
those segments drai ning the western watershed between the West Fork Satsop and the
Wynoochee Rivers. Incidental observationsin this channel class west of the Wynoochee aso
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suggest high value to stream breeding amphibians. It appears to be the coarse stream bed and
relatively moist conditions of the watersheds that favor stream breeding amphibiansin this
channel class. In the discontinuous protection reaches, trees will be left adjacent to seeps, which
occur with some regularity in the glacial soils. In conjunction with the unstabl e slopes protection
Simpson contends the discontinuous buffers will provide good protection for the principal
biological resource, stream breeding amphibians.

AGL-Q02

AGL-Qo2 segments connect the upper portions of the channedl network in the AGL to the larger
channel segments that support anadromous fish production. As sediment sources, they are
generally low risk segments due to the more “relaxed” valley topography and channel slopes. The
broader valleys (10-30 meters) provide depositional zones for the occasional debris flow that may
issue from an AGL-Qol tributary or an adjacent over-steepened valley wall resultingin alow risk
for transmitting sediment downstream. AGL-Qo2 valleys are floored by wet soils and due to the
previous harvest history and natural plant potential are currently supporting early to mid-
successiona stands dominated by red alder. These sites ultimately have the potentia to support
western hemlock stands interspersed with western redcedar but may frequently be part of awet
shrub community mosaic due to periodic wind disturbances and delayed conifer succession.
These systems have limited capacity to transport and rearrange woody debris and even relatively
small diameter logs can make a contribution to habitat character.

Lying as they do between the non-fish bearing portion of the network and the principal fish
producing segments, these segments can be important for sustaining resident fish species and
amphibians. Protection will come predominately as continuous buffers for fish and management
efforts will focus on the identification of fish bearing and perennial segments of this class for
continuous protection. Relatively few segmentsin this class do not support fish - the most
common species present are cutthroat trout and riffle sculpin.

CISC1

Channel segments initiating on the basalt idands in the CIS comprise this class (see Section 2).
These channels are steep (up to 30 percent) and have a coarse substrate of angular basalt.
However, side slopes are stable and these systems pose alow sediment source risk (channel class
verification work in approximately 15 segments has recorded very few recent side slope failures).
Soilsin these glacially over-ridden landscapes are thin and with a few notable exceptions, water
storage is poor. Consequently basins as large as 100-120 acres are commonly dry during the
summer. This flow regime tends to make them marginal habitat for stream breeding amphibians.
Simpson has documented a few exceptions to this general case and in these circumstances the
habitat appears to be suitable for Cope’s giant salamanders, tailed frog and cutthroat trout.
Simpson has identified one such segment that contains tailed frog and several others that support
resident trout and sculpins. Management of this class will focus on opportunities such as these
and will require careful inventory so that the exceptiona cases are not overlooked.

CISQcl

The CIS-Qcl channel class connects the CIS-C1 segments to larger channels of the CIS, either
CIS-Qc2 or 3. These segments begin at the boundary of the basalt and the glacial drift that
blankets the shoulders of the basalt idands. These segments are also viewed as relatively low risk
for sediment principally due to limited fluvia transport capacity and the lack of significant mass
wasting. Springs and seeps do occur on the side slopes of these channels and these areas will be
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protected. Woody debris functions to form steps in these systems and stabilizes stream banks.
Avoidance of groundwater interception and piracy by the ditch system will be an important
conservation element for this channel class.

ClISQc2

This channel classis not a high risk for sediment sources, which mainly come from erosion of the
stream banks. There are no significant mass wasting issues and where they do occur, the
probability of delivery islow dueto the relatively wide valleys they typically occupy. Woody
debrisisimportant to structure the habitat in these systems and riparian trees also stabilize stream
banks. Recent surveys by Simpson indicate that virtually all of the segmentsin this channel class
will require continuous riparian protection for fish.

CUP-C1

The CUP-C1 channels are significant for several reasons. First there are many milesin this class.
Secondly, they are the primary conduits for debris flowsin the CUP and as such represent high
risks for sediment sources. Debris flows transmitting through these channel segments can, in
some cases multiply what may have started as a small quantity many times over before it runs out
in larger connecting channel segments. The sediment they deliver to the main canyon systemsis
routed downstream efficiently whereit is deposited in aluvial fan segments at the mouths of the
canyons. These downstream segments are important fish habitat for both resident and
anadromous species. Thirdly, although on-site biological value for this channel classis quite
variable, where they are perennial or even intermittent these segments have high value for stream
breeding amphibians including torrent salamanders. Specifically torrent salamanders tend to be
found in segments that exceed 30 percent dope in basins of less than 15 hectares. Protectionin
these segments will focus on slope instability and the identification of the high quality amphibian
habitat. Simpson estimates that much of this class will receive continuous protection due to
unstable slopes. The road maintenance program, especially the abandonment element, will be a
significant conservation measure for this channel class.

ROP-Qcl

The ROP-Qc1 class represents a varied group of segments that occur on the flat up-slope of the
ROP and total 165.7 miles. These segments are comprised of dightly incised and or confined
channelsthat principally function as linkages between wetlands or between the larger streams and
wetlands. Due to the impermeable character of some of the glacial tills in this area, the ROP
landscape tends to store water poorly, creating a flashy runoff pattern in an otherwise low energy
stream environment. These same soils cause Douglas fir (the dominant conifer speciesin these
stands) to have very shallow root systems which make them especially susceptible to windthrow.
Woody debrisis not particularly important in the habitat devel opment of this channel class. Low
gradient and plentiful water seasonally encourages relatively deep penetration of these systems by
avariety of fish speciesincluding coho, cutthroat, sculpin, and dace. These systems pose virtually
no risk from a sediment perspective, the primary source in the area being ditch line and road
surface erosion. Amphibian resources are only of the most common variety including
northwestern and western red back salamanders, newts, and red-legged frogs. All of these species
are primarily associated with wetlands for breeding. Simpson estimates that only about 26 miles
or 25 percent of this class could be completely unencumbered by management prescriptions.
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ROP-Qc2

The ROP-Qc2 channd class has two distinct members; one in the northern portion of the ROP in
the Skokomish River basin and another in the southern portion of the ROP in the Stillwater River
basin. The northern member represents a significantly greater risk for physical hazards but isless
important biologically with numerous segments seasonally dry and incapable of supporting fish
and amphibians. These segments however, have long steep side slopes (10-90 meterslong and
70-90 percent slope) and it is relatively common to see side dope failures (0.80 failures per 100
meters) which can generate modest to large amounts of coarse glacial gravels and deposit them
directly into small channels. Such channels have a very porous bed and are dry in the summer.
The southern members are connecting segments from the larger ROP-Qc series to wetlands or to
connecting Qc-1 segments. These segments have much shorter side dopes, but are often in excess
of 70 percent and many fewer failures (average 0.23 per 100 meters). Those failures that do occur
are minor in nature contributing little sediment to the system. Many of the southern members
however, are fish bearing and provide linkages to over wintering habitats. Many of the
windthrown trees adjacent to this channel class bridge the channel and there is not a significant
functional contribution until the gorge width at the top reaches approximately 40 meters

SG-L1

The SIG-L1 channel classis one of the more inherently unstable channel classes. Physica
surveys have recorded steep side slopes (nearly half of the length surveyed had side slopesin
excess of 70 percent) with failure rates averaging 1.76 per 100 meters, the highest of any of the
small channel classes. These failures appear largely unrelated to management as they occur with
some regularity in forested, buffered, and clearcut settings. A few important exceptionsto this
observation appear to be related to the piracy of water by the road ditch system. Siltstones of the
Lincoln formation are highly erodible and woody debris appears to play arole in the stabilization
of the channel bed and channel side dopes. The long term role of wood in structuring the channel
bed and preventing channel incision, to the degree that it could destabilize side slopes, could be
significant. Biological resources on site are minimal. Simpson’ s assessments indi cate that Cope’'s
giant salamander and crayfish are the most common aguatic resources. Western red back and
northwestern salamanders, newts, and red-legged frogs and are common in riparian areas. The
SIG-L 1 segments frequently connect downstream to the SIG-L 2 segments, which can harbor
isolated populations of riffle sculpin. Unstable slopes will result in significant protection for the
L1 series. Discontinuous protection will be focused on tributary junctions and areas of steeper
than average side slopes. The purpose of leaving patches of timber in these two places
respectively, isto provide woody debris for stabilization of areas that can serve as sediment sinks,
and to protect the best stream breeding amphibian habitat.

SG-M1

Small first and second order channels in the Montesano sandstone series are classed as SIG-M 1
segments. Side dopes in this landscape range widely between 30 and 90 percent; the upper bound
being somewhat uncommon. These segments can be high slope stability risks, especialy if peak
storm flow is augmented through piracy by the road ditch system. Side slope failure rates
observed averaged 0.36 per 100 meters. Failures tended to exhibit a very shallow failure plane
about 20-30 cm deep. The failure“rind” is the shalow soil that overlies the sandstone bedrock,
which occurs as a massive formation. Simpson currently has not done any biological assessments
in this channel class but based on the unconsolidated character of the channel substrates, limited
valueis expected for stream breeding amphibians. However, the M-1 members usually connect to
M-2 segments, which are frequently fish-bearing. Often the valley opens up and is quite wide at
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the confluence area between M1 and M2 segments. Given appropriate wood loading, this junction
area functions as a sediment sink that largely disconnects the upper and lower basin coarse
sediment budgets. Protection of this class will focus on steep sided M1 segments and the
confluence areas between M1 and M2 segments.

SG-M2

M2 segments occupy valleysin the Montesano sandstone formation that are from 8-20 meters
wide. These valley bottoms are wet and the channel segments typically are perennial often having
small populations of cutthroat, coho, and sculpin. Observed side slopes are less than 70 percent
and mass wasting delivery potential is small due to the relatively wide valleys. Sediment in these
systems is derived from bank and terrace erosion. Woody debris functions to stabilize the valley
bottom, much of it well buried in the valley sediments. However, the current riparian forest is
largely hardwood with afew large residual conifer. This channel classisagood candidate for
active riparian management such as under planting of shade and moisture tolerant species.

SG-Qcl

SIG-Qcl segments occur as a headwater channelsin rolling glacial topography between the
Middle Fork and the West Fork Satsop Rivers. Assuch itisaminor classin our scheme with 12.8
miles total recorded in Simpson’s GIS. Simpson is currently conducting channel class
verifications for this class and the few fish and amphibian surveys that have been conducted
indicate minor value for stream breeding amphibians with some cases of riffle sculpin in

isolation, and afew segments with resident cutthroat trout. Some locally steep side slopes may
pose infrequently occurring physical hazards for mass wasting.

SG-Qc2

The SIG-Qc2 channel class occurs in the same general region of the Plan Area as the SIG-Qcl
segments. These segments area low gradient and often include an open water wetland somewhere
within their length. They frequently have cutthroat trout or sculpins and sometimes dace and
lamprey. But the distribution of any of these speciesis somewhat discontinuous within this highly
variable channel class. These segments will convey littleif any coarse sediment to downstream
segments due to the contiguous wetlands which interrupt sediment routing within their basins.

SG-Qol

SIG-Qol segments are at the tip of the channel network along the western divide between the
AGL and the SIG. Segments of this class are geomorphically very similar to some AGL-Qol
segments. The highest tailed frog densities recorded in Simpson’ s stream breeding amphibian
surveys occur in segments of this class. Side slopes are variable between 40 and 70 percent.
Channel widths vary from 1-4 meters with valley widths of 6-18 meters. The highly incised
escarpment members of this class have a side dope failure rate averaging 0.31 failures per 100
meters. However, for the class as awhole the failure rate averages only 0.08 per 100 meters
which reflects the more stable nature of the terrain of the upland members of the class.
Management of this class will focus on unstable leave areas in the steeper members of the class
and protection of high quality tailed frog habitat.
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SG-Qo2

The SIG-Qo2 channel class connects the tips of the channel network with the main incised inner
gorge systems of the SIG, principally the SIG-L4 segments. Valley topography is generaly quite
relaxed with a valley width of 20 meters or more. Channels slopes range from 2-5 percent with a
channel bed composed of glacia gravels and cobbles. Most of the riparian areas are very wet
today and are dominated by red ader with some cottonwood and miscellaneous hardwood
species. Evidence of a conifer forest with large specimen cedar and occasiona Douglas fir on
higher better drained sites exists. The principal biological resourceisriffle sculpin, which are
isolated above waterfals ranging up to 10 meters and more in height. Much of the class will
receive continuous protection based on the presence of sculpin.
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Appendix E: Riparian Monitoring Studies
General

Thefollowing is abrief synopsis of ariparian monitoring project that Simpson conducted in 1996
and will expand under provisions of Section 9 of this HCP. Thisinformation is presented in the
HCP as one type of documentation for certain aspects of riparian forest baseline conditions.

Study Description

Thirty sites, well distributed across Simpson’ s ownership, were selected for monitoring (Table
31). Selection criteriarequired that both sides of the stream had been harvested (except for the
riparian leave ared) in the past 2-8 years according to DNR guidelines. All sites were adjacent to
small to medium size fish bearing streams. The purpose of the project was to document the stand
characteristics |eft after harvest and record the condition of the riparian forest after several years
of exposure to the clear-cut edges.

M ethods

One-hundred meter total sample reaches were marked on the ground with rebar and iron fence
post monuments on each corner at each site. A GPS position was recorded for the downstream
right bank corner and is stored in Simpson’s GIS. The following site and tree level data were
collected to characterize each riparian setting and each tree on the site:

Site: LTU; legal description; segment number; channel bed morphology; valley cross sectional;
channel width; channel slope; distance to tree height elevation.

Tree: Species; DBH; status, (includes standing live, standing stressed, standing dead or down);
surface location; moisture class (based on understory vegetation); For al downed trees. azimuth
of fall; cause of fal; in channel or not; distance to channel; distance to clearcut edge; channel
interaction. All trees 10 cm DBH or larger were recorded. Traverses of all sites were recorded to
calculate the total forested acreage and to provide a method of reestablishing the monitoring
boundariesin the future.

Results

4,528 stems (2,005 conifer and 2,523 hardwood) were measured in a combined area of 25.45
acres for the 30 sites. Species composition, the number of trees and basal area per acre between
siteswere highly variable (Table 32, Figure 14). The numbersin Table 32 are independent of the
status of the stem and as such generally represent the stand asit existed at the time of harvest.
Perhaps the most interesting result of this study is how riparian stand conditions are changing
with time after harvest. There is a substantial mortality due to windthrow and stress presumably
as aresult in micro-climate change and exposure to the exposed clearcut edge (Figure 15). The
directiona signal for wind thrown treesis especially strong for conifer (Figure 16) and has
significant implications for riparian guidelines (Figure 17). The edge treesin riparian buffers
suffer substantial damage but some damage is spread throughout the entire buffer (Figure 18 and
Figure 19). These combined results suggest that wider riparian reserves (widths observed in this
study were all measured from the “ordinary high water mark”) will better support riparian forest
function but that the windward side is especially important to consider in wind sensitive settings.
The results al'so suggest that a highly diverse riparian forest is developing that will have many
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beneficia components for both aquatic and terrestrial species. However, due to some of the
disturbance effects of the clear cut edges, the trgjectory for improvement for riparian systems on
managed forest lands may be somewhat flatter than simple models predict. Snags, for example,
are being recruited through natural processes (Table 30) but this mortality removes other
functions such as shade that those trees were providing previous to harvest.

Table 30. Conifer snag density in riparian monitoring sites (number per acre).
Seventy percent of all snags were hard with 80 percent of the soft snags occurring in the small
category. Thisis currently the best information existing on snag density for the RCR.

Species 10-30 cm 30-60 cm > 60 cm
Douglas Fir 4.44 0.86 1.02
Western Red Cedar 0.08 0.00 0.00
Sitka Spruce 0.04 0.04 0.00
Western Hemlock 1.14 0.16 0.12
Total conifer 5.70 1.06 1.14
Grand total 7.90

Table 31. Permanent riparian monitoring sites maintained by Simpson.

Stream GI S Segment No. LTU Location (Sec, T, R)
Gosnell Ck. trib. 17965 CIS SE1/4,NW1/4; 15; 19/4
Gosnell Ck. trib. 19054 CIS SE1/4,NWL1/4; 12; 19/4
Beaver Ck. 20489 ROP SE1/4,SE/14; 36; 20/6
Overlook Ck. 20577 ROP SW1/4,NE1/4; 1; 19/6
Dry Bed Ck. 20789 ROP NE1/4,SW1/4; 3; 20/6
Outlet Ck. lower 21084 ROP SW1/4,SW1/4; 36; 20/6
Outlet Ck. 21085 ROP NEL1/4, NE1/4; 36; 20/6
Outlet Ck upper. 21087 ROP NEL1/4,NW1/4; 19; 20/5
Bingham lower 21088 ROP SW1/4,NW1/4; 36; 20/6
Stillwater trib. 21887 ROP NW1/4,NEL/4; 32; 20/5
Carter CK. trib. 22011 AGL SE1/4,NEV/4; 31; 20/7
Black Ck. trib. 23563 SIG NEL1/4,SW1/4; 20; 20/7
Likes Ck. 24231 ROP SW1/4,NW1/4; 15; 20/4
Schafer trib. 24639 AGL NE1/4,SE1/4; 13; 20/8
Replinger Ck. 24875 SIG NE1/4,SW1/4; 10; 20/7
Wynoocheertrib. 24979 AGL NELV4,NEL/4; 14; 20/8
Sandstone Ck. trib 25575 SIG SE1/4,NE1/4; 8;20/7
Sandstone Ck. 25687 SIG NWL1/4,NW1/4; 9; 20/7
Bingham Upper 26164 ROP NEL/4,SW1/4; 31; 21/5
Sandstone CK. trib 26573 SIG SWL1/4, SW1/4; 33; 21/7
Stouder Ck. 26719 SIG SE1/4,SEV/4; 33; 21/7
Cermak Ck. 26821 SIG NW1/4,SE1/4; 35; 21/7
Bingham trib. 26918 ROP NW1/4,NE1/4; 31; 21/5
Wildcat Ck. 27439 SIG SE1/4,SE1/4; 25; 217
Rabbit Ck. 27823 ROP SW1/4,SE1/4; 21; 21/6
Bingham trib. 27933 ROP SW1/4,SE1/4; 21; 21/5
North Mt. Ck 28412 ROP SE1/4,NEV/4; 20; 21/5
Devils Club Ck. 30161 SIG NW1/4,NELV/4; 16; 21/7
Save Ck. 30620 AGL NWL1/4,NE1/4; 18; 21/7
Frigid Ck. 35525 ROP N1/2,NEV/4; 23; 22/5
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Table 32. Stand characterigtics of riparian monitoring sites maintained by Simpson.

GIS Stream Treesper Acre Basal Area

Segment

No.

Con. |Hdwd. | Total [ Con. |Hdwd.| Total
26821 |Cermak Creek 11.6| 2152 2269 726| 96.5| 169.0
26719|Stouder Creek 16.3| 164.1| 180.3| 53.6] 139.8| 1934
20577|Overlook Creek 17.5| 1338 151.3| 174.8| 32.6] 2074
17965|Gosnell Creek trib 19.8| 129.1| 1489 37.9| 1122 150.1
26164|Upper Bingham 29.1| 1338 1629| 54.0| 149.7| 203.7
20789|Dry Bed Creek 314 80.3| 111.7( 1734 12.2| 185.6
21087|Upper Outlet 326 136.1| 168.7| 160.5 29 1634
26573|Sandstone Creek trib 326 167.5| 200.1| 27.6] 105.3| 132.8
20489|Beaver Creek 372 268 640 216.4| 984 3148
30620|Save Creek 62.8| 192.0| 254.8| 28238 5.3 288.1
24231 |Likes Creek 65.2 15.1 80.3|] 92.7| 88.8| 1815
24639|Schafer Creek trib 710 60.5 1315 132.0 814 2134
27933|Bingham Creek trib north 721 94.2| 1664 1748| 21.6| 196.4
21887|Stillwater River trib 73.3 7.0 80.3] 1589 65.7 224.6
19054|Gosnell Creek trib 745 1117 186.2| 176.3] 25.8| 202.2
27823|Rabbit Creek 780 1129 190.8| 166.3] 11.1| 1774
24875|Replinger Creek 80.3| 244| 1047 179.1| 84.6/ 263.7
24979|Wynoochee River trib 80.3 30.3| 1105 920 105.0/ 197.0
25687 | Sandstone Creek 83.8| 1280 2118 51.5| 1585| 210.0
23563|Black Creek trib 86.1| 116.3| 202.4| 46.3| 112.2| 1584
21085(Middle Outlet 884 175 1059 395 1181 157.7
21088(Bingham Creek 96.6| 96.6| 193.1| 285| 149.3| 1777
28412|North Mountain Creek 100.1| 47.7| 1478 1752 355| 210.7
22011 |Carter Creek trib 1129 116.3| 229.2 153.0f 86.2| 239.2
25575|Sandstone Creek Upper 126.8| 150.1| 276.9| 934| 931 186.5
21084 |Lower Qutlet 1315 244 1559 675 112.7] 180.3
27439|Wildcat Creek 132.6| 87.3| 2199 2729| 60.7] 3335
35525|Frigid Creek 147.8| 57.0 204.8| 121.0f 86.4| 206.9
26918|Bingham Creek trib south 1582 36.1| 194.3| 845 98.7| 183.2
30161 |Devils Club Creek 182.7| 2234 406.1| 159.8] 25.2| 185.0
Average 778 978 1756 124.0] 79.2| 203.1
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Figure 14. Species composition for the combined sample of all stemsfor the 30 riparian

monitoring sites maintained by Simpson (N=4,528).
DF= douglas fir, RC= western redcedar, WH= western hemlock, S5= sitka spruce, BM= big leaf
maple, RA= red alder, other isincidental species.
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Figure 15. Status of all stems (total basal area) by species.

S = standing live; SS= standing stressed; SD= standing dead (sang); WT= windthrow, BR=

broken (usually due to wind snap).

HCP Public Review Draft



APPENDIX E: RIPARIAN MONITORING STUDIES

30

25

20

Frequency

10 |

15 |

Western Hemlock
N=216

0 40 80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360

Azimuth of Fall

Figure 16. Directional signal for wind thrown western hemlock.
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Figure 17. Probability of wind thrown conifer contributing to channe function on windward
and leeward stream banks (N=581).
Functional contribution conservatively defined as “ any part of the tree breaking the plane of the
bank full channel”.
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Figure 18. Distance to buffer edge (clear cut) on windward side of stream for wind thrown and

wind snap conifer stems.
Pattern of damage suggests that a significant portion of the damage (42 percent) occurs at the

buffer edge.
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Figure 19. Distance to buffer edge (clear cut) on leeward side of stream for wind thrown and

wind snap conifer stems.
Pattern of damage suggests that a significant portion of the damage (36 percent) occurs at the

buffer edge.
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Appendix F: Changed Circumstances
General

The forest ecosystems on Simpson’s lands are the context within which the management prescriptions
were designed. These ecosystems are by no means static; they are dynamic, regularly impacted by various
physical processes that shape and reshape the habitat for the affected species that occupy those lands.
Indeed, the many aquatic and wildlife species for whose conservation this plan is crafted evolved in close
association with this ever-changing mosaic of physical and biological elements.

The relationship between fire, flood, and other physical processes in the structure and composition of
forest communities and stream systems has been appreciated for a considerable period of time. In general,
there is a growing awareness of the role and Importance of fire, and windstorms and other more localized
disturbance agents, in the maintenance of animal communities and habitat within the North American
landscape, including the Pacific Northwest coastal forests. (See e.g., Franklin & Dyrness 1973; Brown
1985; Henderson, et. al. 1989; Morrison & Swanson 1990; Agee 1991, Reeveset. a. 1995).

The physical processes that affect the biodiversity and landscape ecology of Simpson’slands are usually
of moderate intensity and relatively confined in geographic extent and magnitude of impact. Nonethel ess,
historicaly in some forest environments covered by this HCP, physical processes have been of
catastrophic intensity, particularly from the standpoint of impact to individual plants and animals, and
these events can affect large areas of the forested landscape. That these physical processes can
significantly alter stream and forest habitat has been a substantive consideration in the devel opment of
this HCP. In fact, the intent of the HCP is to minimize management-rel ated disturbances and create
conditions that enable natural disturbances to create productive habitat.

Simpson recogni zes that the temporal and spatia configurations of future natural disturbances (and their
specific related effects on the aquatic and wildlife species covered under the HCP) are inherently
unpredictable. The fact that certain types of natural disturbanceswill occur at some time during the term
of this Plan and at some location in the Plan Areais, however, reasonably foreseeable and likely. The
management prescriptions set forth in Section 5 were designed, in large part, to be responsive to historic
disturbance patterns. Indeed, many of the prescriptions are intended to develop a landscape capabl e of
delivering valuable functions and input in response to such natural disturbances. Therefore the occurrence
of most natural disturbances will not create conditions that should require the implementation of revised
prescriptions.

Certain reasonably foreseeable disturbances, however, may be of such a magnitude, occur with such an
“impulse”, or impact such particular portions of the Plan Area as to require the application of
supplemental prescriptions for the protection of the covered species. These supplemental prescriptions are
set forth below. (Except as otherwise noted, implementation of these additional measures will not be
deemed “ adaptive management” for purposes of this Plan and the costs of implementing such measures
will not be applied against the adaptive management cap.) Except as described in the following
subsections, however, any other change in circumstances will be adequately addressed by the application
of the Section 5 prescriptions (as the same may be adjusted from time to time by the application of
adaptive management under Section 10 hereof).-
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Fire
The Role of Fire on the Olympic Peninsula

Fireisasignificant agent in determining forest structure in the Pacific Northwest, but its effects, intensity,
and frequency vary considerably (Agee & Edmonds 1992). Although it is possible to generalize that fire
isan important element of forest ecology, it is not possible to specify the temporal or spatia effects of fire
for any given area This is so because invariably, fires are not uniformly distributed through time
(Morrison & Swanson 1990), the areas affected often differ markedly (Henderson et. a, 1989), and the
intensity and scale vary considerably (Morrison & Swanson 1990). Regional examples of the role of fire
over the past several hundred to afew thousand years demonstrate this variability.

Fire history of the Olympic Peninsulais reasonably well documented for the last 1,000 years (from tree
ring counts) but prior to that, only inferences can be made based on charcoal in core samples from bogs
and lakes and other paleoecological evidence (Henderson et. al. 1989). Three periods of extensive forest
burning have occurred on the Olympic Peninsula during the past 700 years. All three of these periods saw
many fires burning and joining together in some cases to cover over a million acres on the Peninsula
aone. Thefirst was avery large fire in about 1308, the second burning occurred over a 90 year period
between 1448-153 8 with the largest fire of the period occurring in about 1508, and the third period was
between 1668 and 1701, with the largest fire of the period occurring in about 1701 covering more than a
million acres on the Peninsula al one (Henderson et. al. 1989). Simpson is piecing together the fire history
of the Plan Area under contract to the U. S. Forest Service. So far this work has documented two other
large fires not common to other parts of the Olympic Peninsulathat burned in the Wynoochee River
watershed, in about 1442 and 1571 (Peter and Henderson 1996). Many smaller fires have burned in the
Olympics and parts of the Plan Area since settlement but none have been of the magnitude represented by
these large fires which appear to have been driven primarily by climatic variation. Of these smaller fires
the two largest, in the neighborhood of 30,000 acres, occurred in the dryer east and north portions of the
Peninsula. Only three others exceeded 10,000 acres and most of these were less than 5.000 acres.

In light of thisanalysis, it is hot reasonably foreseeable that large-scale, stand-replacing fires (i.e. afire
covering more than 10,000 acres) will occur on Simpson’s lands during the life of thisHCP. Thus, it is
unnecessary to provide for new, different, or additional mitigation or conservation, including management
restrictions or reserve configurations, based on any speculation that such events could occur, as these
events qualify as unforeseen circumstances. Certain supplemental procedural prescriptions, however, will
be applicable in the event of smaller fires.

Fire.Supplemental Prescriptions

If during the term of the Plan, a small fire (less than 10,000 acres) shall occur in the Plan Area, Simpson
may take all measures reasonably necessary to extinguish the fire, including measures that deviate from
the Section 5 prescriptions. The strategy for responding to and suppressing forest firesis generaly
established by the Washington Department of Natural Resources and Simpson may have little ability to
influence such strategy. However, to the extent reasonably possible and where consistent with the primary
goal of containing and extinguishing the fire, Simpson will encourage the development of afire-response
strategy that is consistent with the Section 5 prescriptions and that furthers rather than diminishes the
functions that such prescriptions have been designed to provide.

If the fire involves more than 50 acres in the CUP and AGL, 100 acresin the CIS and SIG, or 500 acresin
the ROP, Simpson will provide both Services with information regarding the fire within 30 days. Once
such afireis extinguished and unless such fireis an “unforeseen circumstance”, i.e. greater than 10,000
acres, Simpson and the Services will confer to establish appropriate supplemental or changed
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prescriptions for further harvest activities in the fire zone. These additional or changed prescriptions will
be established consistent with the following pnnciples:

(8 Simpson will not be alowed to remove more timber than it would have been allowed to remove under
Section 5 had no fire occurred in the stand unless the Services determine that the removal of such
additional timber would not materialy reduce the functional benefit of such habitat for any covered
Species.

(b) Theremoval of all standing or downed trees and the conduct of all other salvage or post fire
operations shall be done with reasonable care to minimize soil erosion and to retain adequate
structural features within the fire zone consistent with provisionsin Section 5.

(c) Preservation and development of habitat legacies created by the fire (e.g. upland snags) that are
consistent with future management of the stand and the provisionsin Section 5 will be sought.

(d) Reforestation of the RCRs consistent with (c) above will be implemented.

Wind
The Role of Wind on the Olympic Peninsula

Brief but violent windstorms sometimes wrack the Northwest Coast including the Olympic Peninsula,
starting as tropical typhoons and carried to land by the jet stream (Lily 1983). The historical record shows
asmall number of hurricane force storms hit the coast in the last 200 years, two of which had windsin
excess of 150 mph (Henderson et. al 1989). The most widespread and violent of these storms were the
1921 storm, referred to as the “Big Blowdown” by early residents of the Peninsula, and the Columbus
Day storm of 1962. Both of these storms blew down billions of board feet of standing timber (Pugh
1963), but occurred before riparian buffers were common place features in managed forests of the
Northwest.

Over the last decade (during which time riparian buffers have been frequently employed), thisregion has
experienced some locally strong winds, on the order of 50-70 mph. While these winds are easily strong
enough to uproot trees, severe disturbances have aways been localized in the Plan Area (See discussion,
Appendix E). Windthrow in riparian buffersis expected in the future, but based on Simpson’ s experience,
the reasonably foreseeable effect of such windthrow will be limited to individual trees or small clumps of
trees. This windthrow is normal across the managed landscape and an expected part of the forest ecology
and was contemplated when the mitigation measures for this plan were designed.

Small-scale windthrow is not expected to have along-term significant adverse impact on stream shading
or water temperatures and will have the beneficial effect of introducing large woody debrisinto streams
that currently lack this habitat-forming element. Thus, small-scale windthrow does not pose so substantial
an impact as to threaten an adverse change in the status of any Permit or Plan species, and may actually
benefit aquatic species through natural modifications to stream habitat. Based on historic experience
within the Plan Area, awindstorm that results in the complete blow-down of more than 300 meters,
measured along the length of the stream, of trees within an RCR, however, is not reasonably foreseeable,
and would be considered an unforeseen circumstance.

Windthrow Supplemental Prescriptions

If awindstorm resultsin the complete blow-down of more than 100 meters of previoudy standing timber,
measured along the length of the stream, Simpson will provide both Services with information regarding
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such windthrow within 30 days of its discovery. With respect to such windthrow, and unless such
windthrow constitutes an “ unforeseen circumstance”, i.e. greater than 300 meters complete blow-down,
Simpson and the Services will confer to establish appropriate supplemental or changed prescriptions for
salvage harvest of the windthrow. These additional or changed prescriptions will be established consistent
with the following principles:

(8 Simpson will not be alowed to remove more timber than it would have been allowed to remove under
Section 5 had such stand not been the subject of such awind storm unless the Services determine that
the removal of such additional timber would not materially reduce the functional benefit of such
habitat for any Permit Species.

(b) Theremoval of all downed trees and the conduct of all other salvage or post windstorm operations
shall be done with reasonable care to minimize soil erosion and to retain adequate structural features
within the wind-damaged area consistent with provisionsin Section 5.

(c) Preservation and development of habitat |egacies created by the windstorm (e.g. upland downed
woody debris and broken standing trees) that are consistent with future management of the stand and
provisions of Section 5 will be sought.

(d) Reforestation of the RCRs consistent with (c) above will be implemented.

Landsdlides
The Role and Effects of Landslides on the Olympic Peninsula

Landslides are known to have local and often significant impacts on the character of physical stream
habitat and their biological communities. However, landslides and earthflows of many dimensions and
driving processes are a natural part of the forested landscape in the Pacific Northwest, replenishing
channels with gravel and wood derived from valley slopes and tributary systems (Benda 1990). Without
the catastrophic transfer and replenishment of these materials, the habitat of streamsin thisregion
ultimately simplifies, supporting fewer species and a less diverse fish community (Reeves et. al. 1995).
Thus while the short term effects of landdides can devastate local populations of aquatic vertebrates,
landdlides and their legacies can actually serve to preserve and perpetuate the habitat that they require and
support long term persistence of metapopulations. Logging and road building activities have increased the
rate of mass wasting across large areas and changed the character and diminished the quantity of wood
they deliver to streams. It is the intent of this Plan to reduce management related landdides and develop
forest conditions that enable natural landdlides to deliver sufficient quantities and quality of wood for the
creation of productive stream habitat.

Landslide rates and processes differ between LTUs with the highest rates being associated with the SIG
and the CUP. In the CUP shalow rapid landdides and debris flows are the most common kinds of
landslides, whereas the SIG landscape is prone to SR processes on river and stream escarpments in the
Montesano sandstone, and relatively small slumping and large persistent deep seated landdidesin
siltstone lithologies. In the CIS, unconsolidated sandy soils are subject to slumping and flowage type
landslides while the AGL landscape produces shallow rapid landslides that occur on slopes underlain by
compact glacial till acting as bedrock. These different landscapes with their particular mass wasting
processes present varying sensitivities to management activities. Conservation and mitigation measures
for within this plan were designed to address sediment and other habitat effects from past landslides, to
take advantage of future naturally-occurring landslides, and through a comprehensive series of stream
buffer prescriptions, land management restrictions, slope stability analyses, and sediment monitoring, to
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avoid significant adverse impacts from management related landdlides and mass wasting eventsin the
future.

Generally, landslides that cause alteration of the in-stream habitat condition in any watershed are part of
the ordinary ecology of the forested landscape and are adequately addressed by the existing conservation
and mitigation measures. Based on historic experience within the Plan Area, alanddide that resultsin the
delivery of more than 250,000 cubic meters of sediment is not reasonably foreseeable, i.e. an unforeseen
circumstance.

Landslides - Supplemental Prescriptions

If alanddlide resultsin the delivery of more than 10,000 cubic meters of sediment to a channel (either
from a source area or from combined source area and propagated volumes; may represent a shallow rapid
landdide of between 1 and 2 hectares or a debris flow between 300 to 600 meters long), Simpson will
provide both Services with information regarding such landslide within 30 days of its discovery. With
respect to such alanddide, and unless this landslide constitutes an “unforeseen circumstance’, i.e.
delivery of more than 250,000 cubic meters, Simpson and the Services will confer to determineif itis
reasonably possible that management activities on or adjacent to the area of the landslide could have
materially contributed to causing such landdlide. If either Service or Simpson concludesthat it is
reasonably possible that management activities materially contributed to the occurrence of such a
landdlide, Simpson, at its own expense, will retain a qualified geo-technical expert to analyze the dide
and develop awritten report. (Minimum qualifications for said expert shall be certification for Level 11
Washington State Watershed Analysis mass wasting module). The report will include, at a minimum, an
assessment of the factors likely to have caused the slide and any changes to management activities which
had they been implemented on or adjacent to the area of the dlide would have likely prevented the dlide
from occurring. Upon receipt of such areport, Simpson will forward the report to the Services. Simpson
will also make such report available to the SAT prior to its next scheduled meeting. Where appropriate,
the recommendations set forth in the report may form the basis for adaptive management changes to the
unstabl e slopes prescriptions under Section 10 of this Plan

Floods

Floods are a natural and necessary component of stream ecosystems. For example, floods transport and
sort sediment, deposit fine sediments, organic materials and chemical nutrients onto flood plain surfaces,
recruit large woody debris, and scour pools and create other beneficial aquatic habitats. Changing river
courses also periodically provide opportunities for the establishment of new riparian stands. Alluvial
terraces along river valeys provide idea growing conditions for hardwood and conifer stands and are one
of the most dynamic vegetative mosaics in the forested landscape. The aguatic component of the HCP
recognizes the dynamic nature of channel networks and accounts for the effects of flood by, among other
things, prohibiting harvest in channel migration or channel disturbance zones, alowing for natural
floodplain processes to positively amplify the effects of flooding on aguatic systems.

Floods that are lesser in magnitude than a 100-year recurrence interval event (i.e., less than a 100-year
flood) are part of the expected normal ecology of the forest. The mitigation and conservation measuresin
the plan are adequate mitigation for such floods. Based on historica evidencein the Plan Area, aflood
that is greater in magnitude than a 100-year recurrence interval event is not reasonably foreseeable.
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Insect | nfestations

Although forest pest infestations have not played a significant historic role in evolution of western
Washington forests, occasional outbreaks may occur.

Insect Infestations - Supplemental Prescriptions

If an insect infestation occurs that poses an economic threat to Simpson, this would be considered a
changed circumstance and Simpson and the Services will confer to establish appropriate supplemental or
changed prescriptions for salvage harvest of the damaged timber. Theses additional or changed
prescriptions will be established consistent with the following principles:

(@) Simpson will not be allowed to remove more timber than it would have been allowed to remove under
Section 5 had such stand not been the subject of such an insect infestation unless the Services
determine that the removal of such additional timber would not materialy reduce the functional
benefit of such habitat for any Permit Species.

(b) Theremoval of al timber and the conduct of all other salvage or post salvage operations shall be
done with reasonabl e care to minimize soil erosion and retain adequate structural features within the
affected area consistent with the provisionsin Section 5.

(c) Preservation and development of habitat |egacies created by the insect infestation (e.g. upland snags)
and that are consistent with future management of the stand and the provisions of Section 5 will be
sought.

(d) Reforestation of the RCRs consistent with (c) above will be implemented.

Earthquake

Theregion in which Simpson’slands are located has experienced infrequent earthquakes. Generally in the
forest environment, while localized landdlides or tree throw may result from earthquakes, rarely are such
events the source of significant aquatic or wildlife habitat impacts. However, coincident with a major
earthquake that hit the Puget Sound region about 1,100 years ago, mass wasting created landdide-
dammed lakes in several Olympic Peninsula headwater streams, including one in the Plan Area, Lower
Dry Bed Lake (Logan et al. 1998). Earthquakes like the one a millennium ago that are of such magnitude
to substantially alter aquatic systems or require additional conservation or mitigation measures are not
reasonably foreseeable during the life of the HCP. Earthquake-caused landdlides, if any, will be addressed
pursuant to the “Landdlides” subsection of this Changed Circumstances section.
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APPENDIX G: CLEAN WATER ACT TMDL

Appendix G: Clean Water Act TMDL
Appendix G: Clean Water Act TMDL: Technical Assessment Report

Set forth below isadraft TMDL technical assessment report prepared by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) in consultation with the Washington State Department of Ecology (DOE) pursuant to the
Clean Water Act.

One of the unique features of Simpson’s HCP has been the close coordination between the Services and
the state and federal agencies responsible for the implementation of the Clean Water Act. From the outset,
Simpson has sought to structure a management regime and related analysis for its properties that would
satisfy the requirements of Section 10 of the ESA aswell as provide atheoretical framework for the
preparation of aTMDL.

The development of this HCP and the development of the draft TMDL technical assessment report have
proceeded simultaneously along parallel tracks. Although neither islegally dependent on the other, much
of the information and analysis developed for the preparation of the HCP has been useful in developing
the TMDL and vice-versa. Specifically asit relates to the HCP, Simpson has been informed that the
Services have carefully considered the analysis developed by EPA and DOE in independently evaluating
whether Simpson’s HCP satisfies the requirement of Section 10 of the ESA. Pursuant to Section 9 and 10
of thisHCP, if the sediment or heat |oad alocationsidentified in the TMDL are not achieved, the
management prescriptions of this HCP may be subject to modification.

It isimportant to note that the TMDL is a document prepared solely by EPA in consultation with DOE.
As such, Simpson has not had a significant role (beyond providing certain baseline data and developing
the landscape management framework) in the preparation of, or the development of the analysis set forth
in, the attached TMDL technical assessment report. It is attached as an appendix to this HCP solely for
information purposes. Simpson has been advised that DOE and EPA intend to seek public comments on
the TMDL in a separate forum which roughly parallels the public review period for the HCP. It may be
that further changes will be made to the attachment based on comments received by DOE and EPA at
such time

HCP Public Review Draft G-1
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APPENDIX G

Simpson Northwest Timberlands
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)

Technical Assessment Report

August 1999

Thefollowing appendix isadraft TMDL technical assessment report prepared by the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) in consultation with the Washington State Department of Ecology pursuant to the
Clean Water Act.

One of the unique features of Simpson’s HCP has been the close coordination between the Services
and the state and federal agenciesresponsiblefor theimplementation of the Clean Water Act. From the outset,
Simpson has sought to structure amanagement regime and rel ated analysisfor its propertiesthat would satisfy
the requirements of Section 10 of the ESA as well as provide a theoretical framework for the preparation of
aTMDL.

The development of this HCP and the development of the draft TMDL technical assessment report
have proceeded simultaneoudy aong paralel tracks. Although neither islegally dependent on the other, much
of the information and analysis developed for the preparation of the HCP has been useful in developing the
TMDL andvice-versa. Specifically asit relatesto the HCP, Simpson has been informed that the Serviceshave
carefully considered the analysis developed by EPA and Ecology in independently evaluating whether
Simpson’ s HCP satisfies the requirement of Section 10 of the ESA. Pursuant to Section 9 and 10 of thisHCP,
if the sediment or heat load alocationsidentified inthe TMDL are not achieved, the management prescriptions
of this HCP may be subject to modification.

It is important to note that the TMDL is a document prepared solely by EPA in consultation with
Ecology. As such, Smpson has not had a significant role (beyond providing certain basdline data and
developing the landscape management framework) in the preparation of, or the development of the analysis
described in the attached TMDL technical assessment report. It isattached as an appendix to thisHCP solely
for information purposes. Simpson has been advised that Ecology and EPA intend to seek public comments
on the TMDL in a separate forum which roughly paralels the public review period for the HCP. It may be
that further changes will be made to the technical assessment report based on comments received by Ecology
and EPA at such time.
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Simpson Northwest Timberlands
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)

Technical Assessment Report

August 1999

A Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) has been devel oped to address fisheries concerns on severa
tributaries of the lower Chehalis and Skokomish Rivers as well as several streams draining to South Puget
Sound and Hood Canal. The scope of thisTMDL includes waters located on land owned by Simpson Timber
Company (STC) in the State of Washington. These forested watersheds include Simpson’s commercial
timberland in Thurston, Mason, and Grays Harbor counties. The area lies near Shelton and extends into the
southern foothills of the Olympic mountains across the Wynoochee River.

Excessive summer water temperatures in some of these streams reduce the quality of rearing habitat
for coho salmon aswell asfor steelhead and cutthroat trout. Primary watershed disturbance activities which
contribute to surface water temperature increases include forest management within riparian areas, timber
harvest in sensitive areas outside the riparian zone, and roads. Asaresult of water quality standards (WQS)
exceedancesfor temperature, four watersin thisTMDL areaare included on Washington's 1996 8303(d) list.
The TMDL also addresses sediment inputs associated with road management and hillslope failures that
contribute to temperature problems.

A Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) was developed by Simpson in accordance with the Endangered
Species Act [ESA 810]. It describes a suite of management, assessment, and monitoring actions. A lithotopo
classification and channel description system serveasitsfundamental basis. Simpson’ sconservation program
emphasi zes the protection of riparian forests coupled with erosion control asaprimary strategy to satisfy ESA
810. Activitiesto be covered include al aspects of Simpson’s forest practices and related land management
(mechanized timber harvest, log transportation, road construction / maintenance / restoration, etc). Specific
management prescriptions designed to reduce the input of pollutantsinto streamswithin the Plan areainclude:

Riparian Conservation Reserves

Road Management

Unstable Slope Protection

Hydrologic Mature Forest Devel opment
Wetlands Conservation Program

Habitat assessment and monitoring will also be conducted by Simpson using adaptive management to validate
assumptions made as a ““margin of safety”” within the TMDL and to evaluate the effectiveness of specific
Mmanagement prescriptions.
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Simpson Northwest Timberlands
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)

Technical Assessment Report

August 1999

TMDL AT A GLANCE:

Subbasins: Lower Chehalis, Skokomish, S. Puget Sound
Key Resource: Chinook, Coho, & Chum Salmon
Steelhead Trout
Cutthroat Trout
Uses Affected: Salmonid Spawning & Rearing
Impairment:  Water Temperature Increases
Pollutants: Heat (Solar Radiation)
Sediment
Sources Considered:  NPS - Forest Practices, Road
Construction

1. SUMMARY

ThisTotal Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) isbeing established for two pollutants: heat and sediment.
The TMDL isdesigned to addressimpairments due to surface water temperatureincreases on four listed water
quality-limited segments located within Simpson’s 261,575 acres of Northwest Timberlands in the State of
Washington. The two pollutants considered in this TMDL, singly and in concert, are mgjor determinants of
water quality that affect aquatic life. These factorsvary naturally in their characteristics across the landscape
(as afunction of geology, topography and climate) as well as over time. The influence of both pollutants on
water quality can aso be significantly affected by changes associated with land use.

This TMDL uses two “other appropriate measures™ (or surrogates) to address water temperature
increases. percent effective shade and sediment delivery. Higher heat |oad values, which elevate surface water
temperatures, result from a combination of riparian vegetation removal and / or channel widening. Riparian
vegetation removal decreases shade availableto block sunlight (i.e. incoming solar radiation) and the resultant
heat transfer to the stream. Sediment affects water temperature by increasing channel widths and the water
surface area exposed to sunlight.
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Scope

ThisTMDL usesinformation from aHabitat Conservation Plan (HCP) prepared by Simpson Timber
Company (STC) for more than 80 percent of its Northwest Timberland holdings in the State of Washington.
The plan area (about 261,575 acres) includes nearly 1,400 miles of streams that drain STC lands bordering
the southern extent of the Olympic Mountains. The largest portion of these lands encompass major northern
tributaries to the Chehalis River, including the Satsop and Wynoochee Rivers. A smaller portion includes
several Skokomish River tributaries. A final portion includes streams draining to South Puget Sound (i.e.
Goldsborough and Kennedy Creeks) and Hood Canal.

Asaresult of water quality standards (WQS) exceedancesfor temperature, four waters (Rabbit Creek,
Wildcat Creek, Wynoochee River, N.F. Skokomish River) in the HCP area were included on Washington’s
1996 8303(d) list. In addition to the listed §303(d) waters, this TMDL also applies to other potential water
quality impairments from heat and sediment for all streams within Simpson’s HCP area (Table 1-1). This
expanded coverage is accomplished by using inventory information assembled in devel opment of the HCP.

Table 1-1. Scope of “Simpson HCP Area” TMDL including 8303(d) Listed Segments

§303(d) Listed Segments

Lithotopo Unit (stream miles) Applicable Water Quality Standards
Rabbit Creek (mouth to headwaters) WAC 173-201A-045(2)(c)(iv)™
Wildcat Creek (mouth to headwaters) WAC 173-201A-045(2)(c)(iv)
Wynoochee River (mouth to headwaters) WAC 173-201A-045(2)(c)(vii)

N.F. Skokomish River
WAC 173-201A-070(2)

Alpine Glaciated (AGL) (237.7)

Crescent Islands (CIS) (163.7) *rk WAC 173-201-080 describes the use
Crescent Uplands (CUP) (265.2) classifications for waters of the State
Recessional Outwash Plain (ROP) (376.7) -

Sedimentary Inner Gorge (SIG) (454.5) of Washington.

Note:
There are nearly 1,400 stream miles that lie within the HCP area. Rather than individually list each stream
and segment, information in the TMDL is summarized using either lithotopo units (LTUs), channel types,
or Riparian Management Strategies (RMSs) defined in the HCP. There are five LTUs (named above), 49
channel types, and eight RMSs described in the Simpson HCP which apply to all streams in the Plan area
(both perennial and intermittent). Principle drainages within the HCP area include:

WRIA 14 = Kennedy - Goldsborough Watershed
WRIA 16 = Skokomish River (North & South Forks) 16.0001-0013
WRIA22 =  Chehalis River Basin (lower) including portions of 22.0260-.0290, 22.0291-.0301; Satso
River 22.0360-0464, West, Middle, and East Fork Satsop River, Decker Creek, Wildcat
Creek, Wynoochee River
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Water Quality Impairments

The ““Simpson HCP area” TMDL addresses fisheries concerns resulting from impairments due to
water temperatureincreasesin several tributariesof thelower Chehalisand Skokomish Rivers. Theapplicable
water quality standard (WQS) states that: “Temperature shall not exceed 16.0°C (freshwater) or 13.0°C
(marine water) due to human activities ... When natural conditions exceed 16.0°C (freshwater) or 13.0°C
(marine water), no temperature increase will be allowed which will raise the receiving water temperatures
by greater than 0.3°C ... Whenever the natural conditions of said waters are of a lower quality than the
criteria assigned, the natural conditions shall constitute the water quality criteria”.

Pollutants

The*“Simpson HCP area” TMDL hasbeen devel oped for thefollowing pollutants: hest (i.e.incoming
solar radiation) and sediment. Both heat and sediment are considered pollutants under CWA 8502(6). These
pollutants contribute to water temperature increasesin two ways. First, heat transfer from excess amounts of
solar radiation reaching the stream surface provides energy to raise water temperatures. Second, excessive
ddivery of sediment increases channel width through deposition and lateral scour. Wider channels then
increase the amount of surface area exposed to heat transfer from solar radiation.

Surrogate Measures

The “*Simpson HCP area” TMDL incorporates measures other than “daily loads” to fulfill
requirements of 8303(d). Although aloading capacity for heat can be derived [e.g. British Thermal Units
(BTU) per squarefoot per day], itisof limited valuein guiding management activities needed to solveidentified
water quality problems. Instead, the ““Simpson HCP area” TMDL uses ““other appropriate measures” (or
surrogates) as provided under EPA regulations [40 CFR 8130.2(i)]. The specific surrogates used are percent
effective shade and sediment delivery. Decreased effective shade is the result of alack of adequate riparian
vegetation availableto block sunlight (i.e. heat fromincoming solar radiation). Excessiveddivery of sediment
isassoci ated with road management and hillslopefailuresthat contributeto channel widening. Therelationship
of water temperature increases to these surrogates is described in Figure 1-1.

Figure 1-1. Relationship of Water Temperature to Surrogates

(Water Temperatures t)

rise above natural conditions as a result of increased
Solar Radiation Loads D

due t due to high water surface
rel(jzczd and /or + area from increased
(_ width:Deptht )
( Shade D)
due to increased
from lack C Sediment t )
of adequate i
' contributed by
Riparian Roads and
Vegetation Hillslope Failures

Note: Boxes depict measured or calculated key indicators
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Loading Capacity

Loading capacities in the “Simpson HCP area” TMDL address heat from incoming solar radiation
(expressed as percent effective shade) and sediment delivery (expressed as average annual cubic yards per
lineal stream mile). Analysisof energy transfer processesindicate that water temperatures can increase above
natural daily fluctuations at some point when the heat load from solar radiation is greater than the heat |eaving
the system.

Using information about each channel class (e.g. drainage area, active channel width, range of flows,
etc) effective shade targets can be developed. The channel classification system is used to assess stream
reaches according to temperature groups, e.g. the dominant control(s) which influence water temperature,
specifically shade, groundwater, or channel morphology. Thisapproach leadsto effective shadetargetswhich
recognize the variability in channel and riparian characteristics that occurs across the landscape. As such,
these targets reflect the range of active channel widths and riparian vegetation heights within the HCP area
(Table 1-2).

Table 1-2. Effective Shade Loading Capacity Targets

Active Vegetation Effective Shade® — by temperature group
Channel Height? (%)
Width! (feet)
(meters) S-1 S-2 S-3 S-4 G-1 G-2 C-1
<4 42.3 90 84 84 77 65
6-10 105.7 87 82 76 85 68 89
12-15 1585 89 85 85 68
16 - 18 170.0 83 81 75 85
20-25 170.0 65 76
>25 170.0 72

This table summarizes the effective shade loading capacity targets by active channel width. Active channg
width determines the surface area requiring effective shade. The HCP identifies 49 channel classes
(summarized in Section 2 of this Technical Assessment) which are used to identify 7 temperature groups.
These temperature groups are described in Section 3. Section 6 describes information on active widths
associated with each LTU, channel class, and Riparian Management Strategy.

Riparian vegetation height that completely shades a 45 aspect stream at 1pm (daylight time) on June 21.

Effective shade targets calculated using a heat budget for channel types within each temperature group
that are needed to achieve a maximum peak hourly increase of 0.45 C (described in Section 3). This
maximum peak hourly increase serves as a numeric interpretation of the narrative criteria for “natural
conditions”. As new data and methods are developed to better describe “natural conditions”, the loading
capacities may be refined and the TMDL revised.
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As noted in Table 1-2, the loading capacity targets recognize that during critical periods, natural
conditions may exceed the numeric temperature criteria specified in the water quality standards. WAC 173-
201A-070(2) states that: ““whenever the natural conditions of said waters are of a lower quality than the
criteria assigned, the natural conditions shall constitute the water quality criteria”. Using data from the
Simpson HCP area, atarget peak hourly increaseisused asan interpretation of the narrative natural conditions
clause. Thisapproach incorporates consideration of natural conditions by looking at an increase from a base
temperature (as opposed to engaging in a debate about the actual level of that base temperature).

The effect of sediment and its relationship to numeric water quality standardsisincorporated into the
“Simpson HCP area” TMDL through the temperature group approach. One group, C-1, represents streams
wheretemperaturesarestrongly influenced by channdl patternsaffected by high sediment supply. Development
of aloading capacity for sediment considers Washington’ s Water Quality Standards which state ““deleterious
material concentrations shall be below those which may adversely affect characteristic water uses”. To
maintain a focus on source input and hazard reduction, the loading capacity for sediment uses a framework
suggestedinthe TFW Watershed AnalysisManual, specifically construction of apartial sediment budget (Reid
and Dunne, 1996). Erosion processesconsidered inthe partial sediment budget include masswasting (shallow
rapid landdides, debris torrents, large persistent deep-seated landdlides), surface erosion, and bank erosion
(Table 1-3).

Table 1-3. Sediment Loading Capacity by Lithotopo Unit

Size of Loading Capacity? (yd®/ stream mile per year)
Lithotopo HCP Length .
Unitt Area (miles) Mass Wasting Surface Bank
(%) SR DT LPD Erosion Erosion
AGL 8 137.7 25 1 15 4 8
CIS 12 163.7 15 1 1 2 4
cup 11 265.2 35 35 1 3 6
ROP 45 376.7 15 0 1 1 2
SIG 24 4545 25 1 60 8 10°- 25°
Total 100 1397.8
NOTES:

! There are nearly 1,400 stream miles that lie within the HCP area. Rather than individually list each
stream and segment, sediment loading capacities are summarized using the lithotopo units (LTUSs)
described in the HCP. There are five LTUs described in the Simpson HCP which apply to all streams in
the Plan area (both perennial and intermittent). Specific streams are defined by LTU / channel class.

Loading capacities expressed as long term annual average values and do not reflect the wide range spatial
and temporal variation observed in natural erosion processes. As new data and methods are developed
to better describe sediment delivery mechanisms, the loading capacities may be refined and the TMDL
revised.

2 Small channels; ° Large channels

s=-=-sEsE -
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Sediment delivery targets for this TMDL are expressed in terms cubic yards. This has severd
advantageswhichrecognizethe ““order of magnitude estimate” that the valuesactually represent. Firgt, initial
calculations of sediment delivery are based on linear or areal estimates of erosion features (e.g. inches per year
of bank erosion, feet of soil depth, squareyardsof landdidefeature). Second, weight could be estimated either
through assumptions or measurements of the bulk density of soil (e.g. tonsper cubicyard). Lastly, cubicyards
ismore easily related to a wider range of individuals (e.g. a 10 yard® dump truck). Loading capacities are
summarized by lithotopo unit within the HCP area (Table 1-3).

Although anannual averaging periodisused to expresstheloads, it issmply areferencing mechanism.
Erosion processes which are responsible for sediment inputs to the system are highly dynamic, change from
year-to-year, and vary in different locationsin the basin. The sediment assessment used to devel op theloading
capacity is based primarily on historical data (e.g. landslide inventories), streamflow patterns, and channel
responses. It is difficult to predict future erosion and associated effects because of highly variable annual
weather patterns and changing management practices. However, the sediment delivery targets define a
framework which place erosion processes into the appropriate context relative to the varied lithology and
topography of the HCP area.

Allocations

Allocations in the “Simpson HCP area” TMDL are derived using effective shade and sediment
ddivery targets. These measures can be linked to source areas and, thus to actions (specifically riparian
management and erosion control measures) needed to address processes which influence water temperature.
Because factors that affect water temperature are interrelated, both measures are dependent upon each other
to produce the desired responses.

Effective Shade: The “Simpson HCP area” TMDL and alocations for effective shade are summarized in
Table 1-4. The objective of the effective shade TMDL is to reduce heat from incoming solar radiation
ddivered to the water surface. The basisfor effective shade allocations results from an analysis of processes
that affect water temperature. Development of these effective shade allocations also uses information about
riparian management strategies described inthe HCP. Theanalysisof processesthat affect water temperature
include use of a heat budget and knowledge of riparian shading mechanisms.

Effective shade all ocations have been devel oped from targets based on channel classwidth and characteristics
of mature riparian vegetation for that channel class including vegetative density. Effective shade allocations
are afunction of the vegetation that will shade the widest active channel for each class. The active channel
width, the vegetative density associated with a particular Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) width, and
the height associ ated with the expected riparian community (e.g. mixed conifer / hardwood) isused to determine
effective shade allocations.
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Table 1-4. Effective Shade TMDL and Load Allocations Summary for Simpson HCP Area

Segment Name (length TMDL Components?
in mi.) TMDL (Effective Shade as percent)
Riparian Management Strate
P g 9y WLA LA MOS

Rabbit Creek

Wildcat Creek

Wynoochee River
Temperature Sensitive 53.3 88.7% 0% 90.0% (1.3%)
Break in Slope 171.1 85.4% 0% 91.6% (6.3%)
Canyon 59.4 68.0% 0% 94.1% (26.1%)
Channel Migration 83.7 79.7% 0% 84.4% (4.7%)
Inner Gorge 50.4 70.6% 0% 77.5% (6.9%)
Alluvial Bedrock Transition 15.6 85.0% 0% 88.4% (3.4%)
Reverse Break in Slope 42.8 83.9% 0% 95.0% (11.1%)
Unstable Slopes / Intermittent Flow 921.5 77.0% 0% 93.0% (16.0%)

NOTES:

! Specific streams to which an RMS applies are identified in the HCP and are defined by LTU / channel
class. The effective shade TMDL and allocations are designed to achieve a loading capacity that provides
sufficient shade needed to minimize water temperature increases. Shade targets developed through use
of temperature groups which consider topography, active channel width, groundwater, and potential
natural riparian vegetation.

2 WLA: Waste load allocation; LA: Load allocation; MOS: Margin of Safety. There are no point sources
within the HCP area covered by the TMDL, so the WLA for effective shade is O.

Sediment Delivery: The*Simpson HCP area” TMDL and alocationsfor sediment delivery are summarized
inTable 1-5. The estimated total alowable sediment load (TMDL ) isderived from targets based on lithotopo
unit, channel class and erosion process (cubic yards per mile per averaging period). Sediment delivery
information for the period 1946-96 was used from three completed Watershed Analysis reports conducted in
the Simpson HCP area.

A quantitative comparison of estimated |loading rates and controllable portions of varioustypes of loading was
considered. Theload all ocationsincorporate sediment reductionsfrom management activitiesinto the sediment
ddivery targets. Sediment delivered from shalow rapids landslides and debris torrents as a result of
management activities is assumed to be 80% controllable. Thisisbased oninformation used for development
of prescriptionsin the W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis. Sediment delivered from large persistent deep-seated
landdidesasaresult of management activitiesisassumed to be 50% controllable. Theretention of largewood
in RCRs and reducing peak flows due to hydrologic effects of the road network and forest harvesting will
address sediment delivery from bank erosion that have potentially been triggered by management activities.
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Table 1-5. Sediment Delivery TMDL and Load Allocations Summary for Simpson HCP Area

Riparian Load Allocations*
Strategy (yd® / mile per year)
TMDL! WLA? . MOS
lenath Mass Wasting Surface Bank
(_ g_ Erosion Erosion
10 Gl SR DT LPD
T.S. 53.3 321 0 13.4 0.2 6.8 2.2 4.6 4.9
BIS 171.1 32.8 0 12.6 0.3 7.5 2.1 4.3 6.0
Canyon 59.4 80.0 0 15.0 15.0 1.0 3.0 6.0 40.0
C.M. 83.7 41.5 0 13.3 0.3 111 3.3 6.8 6.7
1.G. 50.4 1115 0 18.6 2.6 40.7 10.1 21.0 18.5
ABT. 156 96.0 0 20.0 1.0 35.0 8.0 17.0 15.0
R.BIS 4238 59.9 0 19.2 1.0 18.9 4.8 9.6 6.4
US/IF 9215 51.0 0 155 3.7 9.0 3.3 6.6 12.9

NOTES: ' Allocations expressed as long term annual average values. As new data and methods are
developed to better describe sediment delivery mechanisms, the loading capacities may be
refined and the TMDL revised.

2 There are no point sources within the HCP area covered by the TMDL, so the WLA for sediment
delivery is 0.

s=:-sEsEsEA

The resultant load alocations for sediment are: 1) developed for erosion processes; 2) associated with land
use activitieswherefeasible; and 3) based on an assessment of variouserosion processes. Theload allocations
are expressed as long term annual average load delivered per mile at the channel class scale.

Document Organization

Preparation of the ““Simpson HCP area” TMDL considered a number of issues regarding surface
water temperatures and the relationship to requirements of 8303(d). Theseissues have been divided into topic
areas which include target identification (quantified end-points that will lead to attainment of water quality
standards), source identification (a description of hazard areas that contribute to the problem), allocations
designed to reduce pollutant inputs to those waters exceeding water quality standards, and amargin of safety.
In order to provide aframework for discussing these issues, this TMDL devel opment document is organized
into the following sections:

Target Identification

Deviation from Target

Source Assessment

TMDL / Allocations

Margin of Safety

Seasonal Variation
Implementation and Monitoring

AN N NI N N N N

Highlights of each TMDL devel opment document section are summarized in Table 1-6.
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Table 1-6. **Simpson HCP area” TMDL Components

State/Tribe: _ Washington

Waterbody Name(s): _ The following 8303(d) listed waters: Rabbit Creek, Wildcat Creek,
Wynoochee River plus other potential water quality impairments on
unlisted streams in the HCP area

Point Source TMDL: ___ Nonpoint Source TMDL: X (check one or both)
Date: _ August 26, 1999

Component Comments

Loading Capacity Appllcable Water Quality Standards
1 Water temperature shall not exceed 16.0 C due to human activities. No increase allowed

that raises water temperatures by morethan 0.3 C. [WAC 173-201A-045(1)(c)(iv)].
1 Deéleterious materia concentrations shall be below those which may adversely affect
characteristic water uses... [WAC 173-201A-045(1)(c)(vii)].
I Whenever naturd conditions are of lower quality than the criteria, natural conditions shall
congtitute the water quality criteria.. [WAC 173-201A-070(2)].
Loading Capacities
4g\g|A:S 2233%1)2((13 I Reduceincoming solar radiation load by using % effective shade targets.
I Reduce sediment by decreasing road surface erosion and % hillslope failures through
sediment delivery targets (yd® / mile per year).

These loading capacities are designed to bring water temperatures and sediment regimesto the
water quality standards by restoring natural channel conditions.

Existing Sources Anthropogenic sources of thermal gain result from riparian vegetation removal and delivery of
sediment from increased hilldope failures due to:

1 Forest management within riparian areas

I Timber harvest in senditive areas outside the riparian zone

CWA §303(d)(1) 1 Roads
Seasonal Variation Condition:  Based on TFW and USGS data.
Flow: Low flow associated with maximum water temperature.
Critical Maximum temperatures typically occur between mid-July and mid-August.

Conditions: Use LTUs / channel classification as analysis framework. Increase riparian
vegetation and/or decrease sediment from roads hillsope failures.

CWA 8§303(d)(1) Inputs: Solar radiation increased by more exposed stream surface area as a result of

decreased shade & increased sediment from roads and hilldope failures.

TMDL / Allocations WLAs: (No point sources)
LAs: Effective shade levels determined by active channel width, riparian vegetation
40 CFR §130.2(g) height, and shadequality. Sediment delivery targetsdetermined by lithotopo unit
40 CFR §130.2(h) and channel dlass
Margin of Safety I Margin of safety described through documentation of assumptions, e.g. contribution of
groundwater, critical conditions.
CWA §303(d)(1) I Allocationsfor effective shade contain an explicit margin of safety whichisexpressed asan

unallocated portion of the loading capacity.
I Allocations for effective shade also contain an implicit margin of safety, specifically the
point of measurement for Riparian Conservation Reserves.
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2. WATER QUALITY CONCERNS

The “Simpson HCP area” TMDL is being established for heat and sediment to address fisheries
concerns involving impairments due to water temperature increases. The Simpson HCP area includes
approximately 261,575 acres of forested watersheds located near Shelton, Washington. Salmon, steelhead,
and cutthroat trout occur throughout Simpson HCP areawatersheds. Significant fish-bearing streams are the
Wynoochee River, the Satsop River including key tributaries (West Fork, Middle Fork, East Fork, Canyon
River, Bingham Creek, Stillwater River), the S.F. Skokomish River, and several drainages to South Puget
Sound (e.g. Goldsborough Creek, Kennedy Creek).

Applicable Water Quality Standards

Within the State of Washington, water quality standards are published pursuant to Chapter 90.48 of
the Revised Code of Washington (RCW). Authority to adopt rules, regulations, and standards asare necessary
and feasible to protect the environment and health of the citizens of the State is vested with the Department of
Ecology. Through the adoption of water quality standards, Washington has identified the designated uses to
be protected in each of its drainage basins and the criteria necessary to protect these uses [Washington
Administrative Code (WAC), Chapter 173-201].

In Washington, “specific fresh waters of the state of Washington are classified ...”” [WAC 173-201-
080]. The Simpson HCP area lies within the Satsop (East Fork, Middle Fork, West Fork), Skokomish, and
Wynoocheedrainages. WAC 173-201-080identifiesthesewatershedsasclass“AA™. Water quality standards
not to be exceeded are described in WAC 173-201-045. For “AA” streams:

“Temperature shall not exceed 16.0°C (freshwater) or 13.0°C (marine water) due to human
activities. ... When natural conditions exceed 16.0°C (freshwater) or 13.0°C (marine water), no
temperature increase will be allowed which will raise the receiving water temperatures by greater
than 0.3°C” [WAC 173-201A-045(1)(c)(iv)].

For “A” streams:
“Temperature shall not exceed 18.0°C (freshwater) or 16.0°C (marine water) due to human
activities. ... When natural conditions exceed 18.0°C (freshwater) or 16.0°C (marine water), no
temperature increase will be allowed which will raise the receiving water temperatures by greater
than 0.3°C” [WAC 173-201A-045(2)(c)(iv)].

The applicable water quality standard for sediment states:

“deleterious material concentrations shall be below those which may adversely affect characteristic
water uses ...” [WAC 173-201A-045(2)(c)(vii)].

Finally, during critical periods, natural conditions may exceed the numeric criteriafor temperature identified
in the water quality standards. In these cases, the following applies:

“Whenever the natural conditions of said waters are of a lower quality than the criteria assigned,
the natural conditions shall constitute the water quality criteria” [WAC 173-201A-070(2)].
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Water Temperature and Solar Radiation

Stream temperature is an expression of hest energy per unit volume, or an
indicator of therate of heat exchange between a stream and its environment | Water Temperatures ﬁ \
(Figure 2-1). Intermsof water temperature increases, the principle source

of heat energy issolar radiation directly striking the stream surface (Brown, rise above
1970). Energy is acquired by a stream system when the hest entering the natural conditions
stream is greater than the heat leaving the stream. When there is a net as a result of increased

addition of heat energy to the stream, the water temperature will increase. l Solar Radiation Loads T] I

Figure 2-1. Heat Transfer Processes that Affect in Water Temperature

Da Da
loghvae  (dred)  (diffuss) convedion evgporation

Asdiscussed in other studies (Brown 1969, Beschtaet al 1987), thedaily profilefor water temperature
increases typically follows the same pattern of solar radiation delivered to an unshaded stream (Figure 2-2).
Other processes, such aslongwave radiation and convection also introduce energy into the stream, but at much
smaller amountswhen compared to solar radiation. If astream iscompletely unshaded, asisthe casein Figure
2-2, the solar radiation flux has the potential to deliver large quantities of heat energy, resulting in arapid
increase in water temperature.

Figure 2-2. Typical Summer Energy Balance for an Unshaded Stream

Typical Summer Energy Balance
(Unshaded Stream -- July 15)

Heat Energy (BTU/ft2/hr)

Time (hour)
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Mechanistic models have been developed based on a heat budget approach which estimate water
temperature under different heat balance and flow conditions. Brown (1969) was the first to apply a heat
budget to estimate water temperatureson small streamsaffected by timber harvest. Thisheat budget technique
utilizes six variables (solar radiation, long wave radiation, evaporation, convection, bed conduction, and
advection) to determine the net gain or loss of stored heat ( H) in aknown volume of water. This changein

H can then be converted to atemperature change. Using mathematical rel ationships to describe heat transfer
processes, the rate of change in water temperature on a summer day can be estimated. Relationshipsinclude
both the total energy transfer rate to the stream (i.e. the sum of individual processes) and the response of water
temperatureto hest energy absorbed. Hest transfer processes considered intheanalysisincludesolar radiation,
longwave radiation, convection, evaporation, and bed conduction (Wunderlich 1972, Jobson and Keefer 1979,
Beschta and Wesatherred 1984, Sinokrot and Stefan 1993).

Figure 2-2 shows that solar radiation isthe predominant energy transfer process which contributes to
water temperatureincreases. A general relationship between solar radiation |oads and stream temperature can
be developed by quantifying heat transfer processes (Figure 2-3). Inthisexample, average unit solar radiation
loads greater than 675 BTU / ft? per day result in a noticeable increase in water temperature. This could
represent a starting point to define a loading capacity (i.e. the greatest amount of loading that a water can
receive without violating water quality standards).

Figure 2-3. General Relationship between Solar Radiation Loads and Water Temperature

40+  —— Conservative Assumptions

351 —0— Wind =5 mph

—A— Groundwater (10%)

—O0— Groundwater (10%) and Wind = 5 mph
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25+
Margin of Safety
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151 (38%)

2.0 +

Solar Radiation
Loading Capacity
051 488 Btu ft? day™

(oF per mile)

10+

No measurable change
0.0

Temperature Change Over 1 Mile

HHHHHHH

Daily Solar Loading (Btu ft-2 day-1)

Explanation:

Figure 2-3 describes the relationship between solar radiation load and water temperature change.
The response of water temperature to solar radiation loads was determined by evaluating the sum
of individual heat transfer processes, or:

thotaI = choIar + cI)Iongwave + cDevaporation + chonvection + chonduction

Individual heat transfer rates were estimated using the location of the Simpson HCP area (i.e. same
latitude / longitude range) and conservative assumptions. The graph contains four curves
representing different assumptions on groundwater inflow and wind speed.
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Surrogate Measures

The “Report of the Federal Advisory Committee on the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)
Program” (FACA Report, July 1998) offers a discussion on the use of surrogate measures for TMDL
development. The FACA Report indicates:

“When the impairment is tied to a pollutant for which a numeric criterion is not possible, or where
the impairment is identified but cannot be attributed to a single traditional *““pollutant,” the state
should try to identify another (surrogate) environmental indicator that can be used to develop a
guantified TMDL, using numeric analytical techniques where they are available, and best
professional judgment (BPJ) where they are not. The criterion must be designed to meet water
quality standards, including the waterbody’s designated uses. The use of BPJ does not imply lack
of rigor; it should make use of the ““best” scientific information available, and should be conducted
by “professionals.” When BPJ is used, care should be taken to document all assumptions, and BPJ-
based decisions should be clearly explained to the public at the earliest possible stage.

If they are used, surrogate environmental indicators should be clearly related to the water quality
standard that the TMDL is designed to achieve. Use of a surrogate environmental parameter should
require additional post-implementation verification that attainment of the surrogate parameter
results in elimination of the impairment. If not, a procedure should be in place to modify the
surrogate parameter or to select a different or additional surrogate parameter and to impose
additional remedial measures to eliminate the impairment.”

The “*Simpson HCP area” TMDL utilizes measures other than “daily loads™ to fulfill requirements
of 8303(d). Although aloading capacity for heat can be derived [e.g. BTU/ft2 per day], it isof limited value
in guiding management activities needed to solveidentified water quality problems. The concept regarding the
effect of solar radiation loads on stream temperaturesisillustrated in Figure 2-4. Information is presented in
terms of the percent reduction of potential daily solar radiation load delivered to the water surface. This
provides an alternative target (or ““other appropriate measure’”) which relatesto stream temperatures, in this
case, an 80% reduction in potential solar radiation delivered to the water surface. Thus, as an aternative, the
“Simpson HCP area” TMDL uses “other appropriate measures” (or surrogates) as provided under EPA
regulations [40 CFR §130.2(i)].

Figure 2-4. Effect of Solar Radiation Reduction (Effective Shade) on Water Temperature
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Watershed / Landscape Scale Analyses

TMDL development for nonpoint sources presentssomeinherent challenges. Diffusesourcesareoften
associated with watershed or landscape scale features. Consequently, water quality concerns associated with
nonpoint source (NPS) pollutants require a different approach from traditional point source problems. The
“Simpson HCP area” TMDL employs several concepts applied at a broader scale. These watershed /
landscape scale concepts are evaluated in order to determine the best targets for the “Simpson HCP area™
TMDL. Watershed / landscape scale concepts used to organize the target identification include:

Landscape stratification
I Channel classification

Landscape Stratification: Thefoundation of the proposed HCP lieswithin the system Simpson has developed
to better understand the inherent characteristics and sensitivities of their lands, and how their long-term forest
management plans interact with these features. The proposed HCP notes that ““...at a fundamental level,
ecosystem structure and dynamics are influenced by geological settings, climatic factors and their
interaction. Any site specific, science-based approach to landscape planning must account for these
essential influences because they are largely responsible for much of the natural variation in habitat types
at various spatial and temporal scales™.

Influencesof geol ogic setting and associated physical processeswithinthe HCP areaare captured by stratifying
the landscape into “lithotopo” units (LTU), i.e. areas of similar lithology and topography. LTU boundaries
are determined by geology, geological history, and topographic relief. Thisapproach divides Smpson’sHCP
areainto units that share smilar erosion and channel forming processes. LTUs include:

Alpineglacia (AGL)

Crescent idands (CIS)

Crescent uplands (CUP)
Recessional outwash plain  (ROP)
Sedimentary inner gorges (SIG)

Channel Classification: Conditions in a waterbody are a function of channel morphology (e.g. source,
transport, or response reaches). Methods exist to assess the condition of a stream, as well as departure from
its potential (Rosgen, 1996). These methods, built around channel classification, are a useful starting point
to develop specific TMDL surrogate measures for streamsin the Simpson HCP area. Consequently, asecond
lower level of stratification consists of classifying stream segments of the channel network within each of the
LTU.

Thereare49individua stream segment typeswithin thissystem (Table 2-1). Riparian management strategies
are keyed to each of the stream types. A description of these can be found within the HCP document.
Additional detailson channel characteristics, geology, morphology, largewoody debris (LWD) characteristics
and recruitment processes, sediment delivery and processing mechanisms, riparian characteristics and
biological community features are described in HCP appendices. Information on the linkage to instream
biological resourcesisaso provided. Thesmall intermittent streams (of varying type) are often quite unstable
and if not properly protected may account for substantial inputs of sediments triggered by management
activities. The HCP defines which types these are and describes what protective measures will be taken to
address the risks they pose.
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Table 2-1a. Simpson HCP Area Channel Classes

Riparian
Lithotopo | Channel Stream Management Streams
Unit Class Miles Strategy
Qa6 12.7 Channel Migration Wynoochee
Qol 61.3 Unstable / Intermittent
Qo2 225 Unstable / Intermittent
Qo3 7.3 Break in Slope
AGL Qo4 2.6 Reverse Break in Slope
Qo5 8.8 Break in Slope
Qo6 13.6 Break in Slope Schafer
Qo7 3.7 Break in Slope Schafer
Qo8 52 Inner Gorge Wynoochee
Cl 839 Unstable / Intermittent
C5 1.7 Reverse Break in Slope Rock
CIS Qcl 333 Unstable / Intermittent
Qc2 28.0 Unstable / Intermittent
Qc3 16.8 Channel Migration Kennedy
Cl 199.9 Unstable / Intermittent
Cc2 229 Canyon
CUP C3 245 Canyon
c4 4.9 Canyon North Mountain
C5 35 Canyon Dry Bed
C6 3.6 Canyon Baker
c8 5.9 Inner Gorge Middle Fork Satsop
Cc7 9.4 Channel Migration North Mountain
Qa7 3.7 Channel Migration Vance
ROP
Qcl 167.3 Unstable / Intermittent
Qc2 103.4 Break in Slope
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Table 2-1b. Simpson HCP Area Channel Classes

Riparian
Lithotopo | Channel Stream Management Streams
Unit Class Miles Strategy
Qc3 442 Temperature Sensitive Glenn
Qc4 9.1 Break in Slope
ROP
Qc5 12.1 Break in Slope Bingham
Qc6 9.5 Channel Migration Decker
Qc7 15.2 Channel Migration Stillwater
Qc8 2.8 Channel Migration East Fork Satsop
L1 160.0 Unstable / Intermittent
L2 38.5 Reverse Break in Slope
L3 6.3 Break in Slope
L4 24.2 Inner Gorge West Fork Satsop
SIG M1 67.8 Unstable / Intermittent
M2 18.5 Unstable / Intermittent
M3 9.6 Alluvial / bedrock
M4 6.0 Alluvial /7 bedrock Sandstone
M5 15.1 Inner Gorge Canyon
M6 2.3 Channel Migration Cook
Qa6 11.3 Channel Migration West Fork Satsop
Qcl 12.8 Unstable / Intermittent
Qc2 8.9 Unstable / Intermittent
Qc3 9.1 Temperature Sensitive
Qol 38.3 Unstable / Intermittent | North Fork Abyss
Qo2 19.0 Unstable / Intermittent
Qo3 4.8 Break in Slope
Qo4 2.0 Break in Slope Devils Club
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3. TARGET IDENTIFICATION

Loading Capacity

Regulatory Framework: Under the current regulatory framework for development of TMDLS, identification
of theloading capacity isanimportant first step. Theloading capacity providesareferencefor calculating the
amount of pollutant reduction needed to bring awater into compliance with standards. By definition, TMDLSs
arethesum of theallocations[40 CFR §130.2(i)]. Allocationsare defined asthe portion of arecelving water’s
loading capacity that is alocated to point or nonpoint sources and natural background. EPA’s current
regulation defines loading capacity as “the greatest amount of loading that a water can receive without
violating water quality standards”.

Mechanistic Models: A loading capacity for heat (expressed as BTU/ft? per day) can be derived using
mechanistic models. One of the most basic forms of these models is the fundamental equation applied by
Brown (1969) for forest streams (Table 3-1).

Table 3-1. Mathematical Relationship between Water Temperature and Hesat

T = H*A / (V* *c)

where:

—
1

temperature change ( F / hour)

H = rate that heat received (BTU / hour)
= surface area (ft?)
= volume (ft°)
= density of water (62.4 Ib / ft°)

¢, = specific heat of water (BTU/Ib/ F)

The calculation of water temperature by a mechanistic mode! followsthe basic relationship described in Table
3-1. A mechanistic model isessentially abookkeeping of heat transfer to determine potential water temperature
changes. Using such an approach, afamily of curves can be developed which describes different H values
designed to achieve a known temperature change. Figure 3-1 illustrates one such set of curvesfor a class of
streams in the Simpson HCP area

A drawback to the use of mechanistic models, however, is the difficulty in determining solar radiation loads
over each stream mile of alarge watershed. The curvesthat result from numerical calculations are influenced
by anumber of factors. These include stream flow, channel width, upstream water temperature, wind speed,
relative humidity, stream bed composition, and groundwater contribution. Higher stream flows, for example,
result in higher allowable solar radiation loads when width:depth ratios are held constant. Likewise, narrower
channels result in higher alowable |oads when stream flows are held constant.
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Figure 3-1. Simpson HCP Area Pool Riffle Channels

Effective Shade and Temperature Change
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Natural Conditions: One complication in using mechanistic models to develop alowable loads is that the
result may be the identification of loading capacities that are not achievable. This occurs when the vegetative
height associated with a mature riparian forest is not tall enough to shade the entire active channel. For
instance, on June 21 the shadow length of a 170 foot tall Douglasfir at 1pm (daylight time) is about 75 feet.
Thismeansthat an active channel wider than 75 feet will not be completely shaded on that date. For such cases
and for cases where the numeric criteriais naturally exceeded, the natural conditions clause of Washington’s
water quality standardsisapplied [WAC 173-201A-070(2)]. Thismeansthat wherematureriparian vegetation
will not fully shade the active channel, the temperature which results from shade achievable by a mature
riparian forest becomesthe standard. Theloading capacity isthen the solar load associated with these natural
conditions.

To better quantify the linkage between solar loads associated with the natural conditions and the anticipated
effect on water temperature, adiscussion of diurnal variationishelpful. Diurna variationinwater temperature
occurs naturally in stream systems. The magnitude of the temperature change (both diurnal range and peak
hourly increase) has greater meaning in TMDL development for nonpoint sources than a ““no threshold™
criteria(e.g. 16 C). Thisisbecausea TMDL isdesigned to decrease the pollutant load. Assessing the peak
hourly change as a result of load reduction is much more straightforward than predicting attainment of an
absolute water temperature. This approach incorporates consideration of natural conditions by looking at the
increase from a base temperature (as opposed to engaging in a debate about the actual level of the base
temperature).

For instance, water temperatures observed at asitelocated in awilderness areasituated in an old growth forest
(basically natural conditions) might exceed the State criteria of 16 C on aday when air temperatures reach
100 F. It would be nearly impossibleto develop aTMDL for that stream which guarantees attainment of the
16 C water quality standard for “AA” waters. The only way to provide that assurance would be to first
complete a site specific criteria modification in support of a more appropriate water quality standard. In the
absence of a site specific criteria modification, the TMDL is developed by stratifying the landscape into
temperature groups. From thisframework, effective shadetargetsare identified for channel typeswithin each
temperature group that are needed to achieve a maximum peak hourly increase.
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Temperature Groups: Using information about each stream type (e.g. the range of stream flows, active
channel widths, etc), effective shade targets can be developed for each class of streams. The channel
classification system is used to group stream reaches by the dominant control(s) which affect water
temperature. Table 3-2 identifies seven groups and describes watershed process features which exert the
greatest influence on water temperature in those channel classes. Dominant features include shade,
groundwater, and channel morphol ogy.

Table 3-2. Groupsfor Identifying Targets to Address Water Temperature

within the channel. RMS: Temperature Sensitive.

Group Features Channel
Shade
S-1 Small to medium sized pool riffle and forced pool riffle / plane bed channels of the ROP and SI1G. Water ROP-Qcl, -Qc2
temperature is driven by shade and low flows (poor water storage in these watersheds over glacial tills and ROP-Qc3
shallow soils). Headwaters of these systems are usually in wetlands or bogs and beavers frequently pond water SI1G-Qc3

S-2

Small to medium sized channels in the AGL and SIG. These systems most often have hardwood dominated
riparian systems and subtle groundwater influence through wet side slopes. They are subject to heating with
the loss of riparian shade which can happen through damage to riparian leave areas by natural factors or

AGL-Qo02, -Qo4
SI1G-L1, -L2, -L3
SI1G-M1, -M2, -M3

outwash sediments. These materials do not store great quantities of water. However, there is a slow release
of groundwater that appears to moderate temperatures, but it is not sufficient to offset heating as a result
of riparian canopy loss. With loss of shade, these streams can heat up to moderate levels. RMS: Channel
Migration or Unstable Slopes / Intermittent.

through insufficient leave area. RMS: Alluvial Bedrock Transition or Reverse Break in Slope. SI1G-M4, -M6
S1G-Qo2
8-3 Small to medium sized streams in the recessional outwash sediments of the CI1S and SIG. These channels have CIS-Qcl, -Qc2
low summer flows, but the storage and character of the flows is different from the ROP in that lower terraces, CIS-Qc3
floodplains, and valley walls of these systems are composed of fine, but fairly well draining unconsolidated S1G-Qcl, -Qc2

S-4

Small to medium sized channels in glacial till landscape of the AGL and SIG with pool riffle and forced pool
riffle / plane beds. These systems have moderate to low flows in summer with varying amounts of groundwater

AGL-Qo03, -Qo5
AGL-Qo6, -Qo7

G-1

influence. Along the continuum, those with minimal groundwater influence are susceptible to elevated water S1G-Qo3, -Qo4
temperatures with loss of shade. Those with significant amounts of groundwater influence are resistant to
temperature changes. RMS: Break in Slope.
Groundwater
Small to medium sized pool riffle and forced pool riffle /7 plane bed channels of the CIS and ROP that are | CIS-C5

strongly influenced by groundwater. These systems are resistant to changes to water temperature because
flow is strong and comes from a cool source. Shade is a secondary influence, except during extreme low flow
years. RMS: Channel Migration.

ROP-Qc4, -Qc5
ROP-Qc6, -Qc7

G-2

Small to medium sized highly confined channels of the AGL, CIS, CUP, and SIG. These are topographically
shaded and are “near” the water source with substantial groundwater influence which shows as side seeps and
springs. These systems are typically cool and are resistant to water temperature changes, even in the absence
of riparian vegetation. RMS: Canyon.

AGL-Qol, -Qo8
CIS-C1

CUP-C1, -C2, -C3
CUP-C4, -C5, -C6
CUP-C8

canopies. Current and past sediment supply, long residence times, and channel pattern make it unlikely that
water temperatures here will change for decades. RMS: Inner Gorge or Channel Migration.

S1G-Qol
Channel Morphology
C-1 Large rivers of the AGL, ROP, and SIG are affected by high sediment supply and multiple thread channels over | AGL-Qa6
at least some of their length. Applies to the West and Middle Forks of the Satsop, the Canyon, Little and ROP-C7, -Qa7
Wynoochee Rivers. Temperatures in these systems are strongly influenced by channel pattern and open ROP-Qc8

S1G-L4, -M5, -Qa6
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These seven temperature groups alow refinement of assumptions used to develop effective shade targets.
Development of effective shade targetsis based on a better description of site specific conditions. In addition,
actual datacollected on streamsin the Simpson HCP areais used to validate anticipated responses. Figure 3-2
depictsinformation collected in 1997 and 1998 from sitesrepresentative of each temperaturegroup. Maximum
observations between July 1 and August 31 are shown for each year. This corresponds with the seasonal time
framewhen maximum water temperaturesoccur. Figure 3-3illustratestemperature group patternsby showing
thedifferencein cumulative frequency distribution at several sites. Figure 3-4 showsthe percentage of streams
inthe Simpson HCP areathat lie within each temperature group. Figure 3-4 aso show the percentage of time
that the 16 C was exceeded at each site used to represent the temperature group.

Figure 3-2. Annua Maximum Water Temperature by Group
Annual Maximum Water Temperature
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Figure 3-3. Comparison of Cumulative Frequency Distribution by Temperature Group
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Figure 3-4. Distribution of Temperature Groups
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Peak Hourly Change. Development of aTMDL (e.g. loading capacity and allocations) which focuson either
maximum diurnal range or peak hourly water temperatureincreaseispossible. Ananalysiscan be constructed
which evaluates solar radiation inputs and resultant water temperature change through a heat budget analysis.
Figure 3-5 depicts the diurnal variation of the temperature group monitoring siteson July 28, 1998. Thisis
the day when maximum water temperatureswere observed over the 2-year period for monitoring dataprovided
by Simpson. Thisalso correspondsto the date when the maximum water temperaturewas observed by theU.S.
Forest Service over a5-year period inthe Humptulipswatershed (immediately west of the Simpson HCP area).
Figure 3-6 shows both the diurna change and peak hourly water temperature increase for each temperature
group. Figure3-7 showstherelationship between peak hourly increase and daily maximum water temperature.
Based on thisrelationship, the lowest peak hourly increase observed (0.45 C) isused to derive effective shade
targets.

Figure 3-5. Temperature Group Summary
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Figure 3-6. Temperature Group Summary
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Figure 3-7. Temperature Group Summary
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Development of Targets

Effective Shade. Figure 3-8 shows the theoretica relationship (Water Temperatures 1)

\(rise above natural conditions as a result of increased

Solar Radiation Loads )

between effective shade and peak hourly water temperature change
for small channels (ACW < 4m) in the ROP. The relationship is
based on a heat budget analysis using arange of assumptions (e.g.
wind speed, stream bed composition, groundwater contribution,)
that probably reflect these types of channelswithin the S-1 group.
Figure 3-9 showsasimilar relationship for medium channelsin the
SIG within the S-1 group. As discussed earlier, a heat budget is
useful to show genera relationships, but not as an absolute
predictor due to the high degree of uncertainty with assumptions.
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Figure 3-8. Target Development: Group S-1 Small Streams
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Figure 3-9. Target Development: Group S-1 Medium Stream (SIG)
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Using information about each channel class(e.g. drainage area, range of flows, etc) effective shadetargetscan
be developed. The channel classification system is used to assess stream reaches according to temperature
groups. Thisapproach leadsto effective shade targets which recognize the variability in channel and riparian
characteristics that occurs across the landscape. As such, these targets reflect the range of active channel
widths and riparian vegetation heights by LTU within the HCP area (Table 3-2).

Table 3-2. Effective Shade Loading Capacity Targets

Active Effective Shade® — by temperature group
Channel Vegetation (%)
width' Height" C-1 G-1 G-2 S-1 S-2 S-3 S-4
(meters) (feet) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
2 21.1 68-CU 82-AG
84-SI1
51-AG 76-AG
71-Cl 85-ClI
4 42.3 68-CU 90-RO 84-SI1 80-SI 78-S1
56-SI1
6 63.4 85-ClI 68-CU 82-AG
85-RO
8 84.6 89-RO 68-CU 76-AG

10 105.7 87-sl

12 126.8 75-RO 68-CU 89-RO 85-S1

15 158.5 75-RO

16 169.2 86-RO 87-ClI 80-AG

82-SI1

18 170.0 75-RO

20 170.0 72-S1 72-CU

25 170.0 77-AG 58-AG

83-RO
77-S1
35 170.0 72-sl
! This table summarizes the effective shade loading capacity targets by active channel width. Active channel width determines the surface
area requiring effective shade.

2 Riparian vegetation height that completely shades a 45 aspect stream at 1pm (daylight time) on 6/21.

3 Effective shade targets calculated using a heat budget for channel types within each temperature group that are needed to achieve a
maximum peak hourly increase of 0.45 C. This maximum peak hourly increase serves as a numeric interpretation of the narrative criteria
for “natural conditions”. As new data and methods are developed to better describe “natural conditions”, the loading capacities may be
refined and the TMDL revised.
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Sedimgnt Del ivery:' The effect <_)f _sedi ment anq itsrelati or)shi pto (Water Temperatures 1)

numeric Watel' qual |ty Standal’dS ISI ncorporatm | nto the “S m pson \(rise above natural conditions as a result of increased
HCP area TMDL™ through a temperature group approach. Solar Radiation Loads 1)

Groups are defined according to the dominant control(s) which ¥ e e

area from increased

influence water temperature, specifically shade, groundwater, or (__width:Deptht )
channel morphology. Group C-1 represents streams where + due to increased
temperatures are strongly influenced by channel patterns affected C Sediment & )
by high sediment supply. Changesin sediment input can lead to an + contributed by
ateration of channel form (Leopold et al, 1964; Megahan et d, [ Hmzz;gs;a?ﬁj . ]

1980) through deposition and lateral scour. Water temperatures
for Group C-1 streams are among the warmest monitored.

When delivery of sediment increases over the transport capability of the stream, deposition occurs.
Water quality and associated beneficia uses can be affected by deposition of sediment. Within the Simpson
HCP area, large rivers of the AGL, ROP, and SIG are affected by high sediment supply and multiple thread
channels over at least some of their length. Temperaturesin these systems are strongly influenced by channel
pattern and open canopies. Deposition of sediment can result in channd filling which leads to increases in
channel width. Anincreasein channel width will increase the amount of solar radiation entering astream. A
wide, shallow will heat up faster than anarrow, deeper stream with the samedischarge (Brown, 1972). During
storm events, management rel ated sources can increase sediment inputs over background. This contributesto
channel widening and stream temperature increases.

Development of a loading capacity for sediment considers Washington’s Water Quality Standards
which state “deleterious material concentrations shall be below those which may adversely affect
characteristics water uses”. The approach includes:

& Focus on up-slope sediment source targets rather than looking exclusively at the suite of instream
features that reflect the outcome of both natural and management related factors.

=  Edablishquantifiable targets for sediment delivery by erosion process (e.g. cubic yards delivered per
mile per averaging period) associated with each channel class.

Up-slope sediment source targets are included because focusing on instream indicators would not achieve
water quality improvements. Hilld opetargets supplement instream criteriaby providing measurable goal sthat
are not subject to thevariability of climatic conditions. Hillslope and road-related targets are easier to measure
and are more controllable. Hillslope and road-related targets al so have the advantage to alandowner of being
easily converted to implementati on plans and management practicesthat can be evaluated morefrequently than
instream targets. In addition, including these targets addressthe problem of instream indicators which suggest
that conditions are good, while hilldope conditions of sediment to be delivered in the next large storm event
continue to pose potential delivery hazards. In short, without addressing hillslope sources, the cycle of
degradation could potentialy be repeated until some species of aquatic life could no longer recover.
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Quantifiable targets for sediment delivery enable afocus on source input and hazard reduction. Sediment
ddivery targets for this TMDL are expressed in terms of cubic yards. This has several advantages which
recognize the ““order of magnitude estimate™ that the values actually represent. Firt, initial calculations of
sediment delivery are based on linear or area estimates of erosion features (e.g. inches per year of bank
erosion, feet of soil depth, squareyardsof landdidefeature). Second, weight could be estimated either through
assumptions or measurements of the bulk density of soil (e.g. tonsper cubic yard). Lastly, cubic yardsismore
easily related to awider range of individuals (e.g. a 10 yard® dump truck). Development of sediment delivery
targets, i.e. the loading capacity, uses a framework suggested in the TFW Watershed Analysis Manual,
specifically construction of a partial sediment budget (Reid and Dunne, 1996). This serves several purposes
including:

= tie sediment problems recognized in streams to specific hilldope sources or activities,

=  discriminate among therates, effects, and hazards of various masswasting, surface, and bank erosion
processes in basins where all are significant sediment sources; and

= document the relative contributions of sediment delivery processes (e.g. road surface versus deep
seated landdlides).

Erosion processes considered in the partial sediment budget include mass wasting (shallow rapid landdlides,
debris torrents, large persistent deep-seated dides), surface erosion, and bank erosion. Sediment delivery
targets are based on information contained in three completed Watershed Analysis reports conducted in the
Simpson HCP area (W.F. Satsop, S.F. Skokomish, Kennedy Creek). Included is landslide inventory data
developed from air photos between 1946 - 96 described in the assessment reports. Loading capacities are
summarized by lithotopo unit within the HCP area (Table 3-3).

Table 3-3. Sediment Loading Capacity by Lithotopo Unit

Size of Loading Capacity (yd® / stream mile per year)
Lithotopo HCP Length .
Unit Area (miles) Mass Wasting Surface Bank
(%) SR — LPD Erosion Erosion
AGL 8 137.7 25 1 15 4 8
CIs 12 163.7 15 1 1 2 4
Cup 11 265.2 35 35 1 3 6
ROP 45 376.7 15 0 1 1 2
SIG 24 4545 25 1 60 8 10" - 257
Total 100 1397.8
NOTES: ' Small channels; ? Large channels
Loading capacities expressed as long term annual average values and do not reflect the wide range spatial
and temporal variation observed in natural erosion processes. As new data and methods are developed
to better describe sediment delivery mechanisms, the loading capacities may be refined and the TMDL
revised.

s=-=-sEsE -
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Although an annual averaging periodisused to expresstheloads, it issmply areferencing mechanism.
Erosion processes which are responsible for sediment inputs to the system are highly dynamic, change from
year-to-year, and vary in different locations in the basin. The main driving factor which affects erosion and
sediment inputs from year to year isvariability in precipitation, particularly periodic high magnitude storms.
The sediment assessment used to develop the loading capacity is based primarily on historical data (e.g.
landdide inventories), streamflow patterns, and channel responses to erosion effects. It isdifficult to predict
future erosion and associated effects because of highly variable weather patterns and changing management
practices. Itisasoinfeasibleto develop adynamic, predictive model of future erosion amounts, timing, and
locations based on existing information and scientific knowledge.
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4. DEVIATION FROM TARGETS

Water Temperature

To put thisinformation in the context of Simpson HCP area streams, limited data has been collected.
Figure 4-1 summarizes maximum daily summer water temperature datafor streamsin the Simpson HCP area.
Additional temperature data for the Simpson HCP area is described in the seasonal variation discussion
(Section 8).

Figure 4-1. Water Temperature for Simpson HCP Area Streams
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Simpson Data: 7/1/98 - 8/31/98

Asdiscussed earlier, water temperatures vary across the landscape which isthe reason for devel oping
a ““‘group” approach. In 1998, two of the groups (S-4 and G2) did not exceed Washington’s water quality
criteriafor temperature. Thisislargely because the strong groundwater influence on these groups makesthem
more resistant to temperature change. 1n 1997, a cooler summer, only three of the groups exceeded the water
quality criteria. Intwo cases (S-1 and S-2), shade is the dominant control. The third group (C-1) is affected
by high sediment supply.
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Effective Shade

Targetsfor effective shade have been devel oped to addresswater temperature concernsin the Simpson
HCP area. Although no direct measurements of effective shade have been made in the Simpson HCP areg,
riparian conditions have been evaluated in the Watershed Analysis Reports. The West Fork Satsop Watershed
Analysis contains a canopy closure assessment conducted to estimate shade by evaluating existing riparian
stands based on air photo information. Canopy closure assessments were done in bracket ranges per the
Watershed Analysis Manual (0-20%, 20-40%, 40-70%, 70-90% 90%+). Approximately 160 stream miles
were assessed for canopy closure in the Watershed Analysis Unit (WAU). A summary indicates that
approximately 60% of the stream milesin the W.F. Satsop watershed are estimated to have adequate canopy
closure (Figure 4-2).

Figure 4-2. W.F. Satsop Canopy Closure Summary
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Sediment Delivery

The W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis provided estimates of sediment delivery from mass wasting to
stream channelsinthe WAU (Figure 4-3). These sediment delivery estimatesare apportioned by masswasting
process, receiving water type, and geologic conditions. The W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis describes the
method used to compute sediment delivery volumesfrom landdideinventory information. Thehigh proportion
of large persistent deep-seated (LPD) slidesin the Sedimentary Inner Gorge (SIG) results from the prevalence
of weak, deeply weathered bedrock, the presence of magor incised stream valleys that create riverine
escarpments, and the accel erated wesathering and valley incision associated with glacial processes.

Figure 4-3. W.F. Satsop Mass Wasting Summary
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5. EXISTING SOURCES

Management activities can increase the amount of solar radiation delivered to a stream system, both
by harvesting riparian shade trees and through the introduction of bedload sediment which can lead to channel
widening. The Simpson HCP area has experienced along history of land management, stemming back to the
early twentieth century. This has resulted in degradation of the watershed condition. 1n the Simpson HCP
area, anthropogenic sources of thermal gain and other nonpoint source pollution come from land management
practices, specifically:

I Forest management within riparian areas

I Timber harvest in senditive areas outside the riparian zone
I Sediment, hilldope failures, and roads

Riparian Area Management and Timber Harvest

Riparian vegetation can effectively reduce the total daily solar radiation load. Without riparian shade
trees, most incoming solar energy would be available to heat the stream. Harvest of riparian area trees from
management activities can result inlossof shade. Limited work has been doneto estimate the amount of shade
loss due to source activities. The W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis summarized causes for not meeting target
shade requirements. The report indicated that approximately 59% of the stream miles assessed met the shade
target. Of theremainder, 13% weretoo wideto befully shaded and 28% did not meet the shade target because
of riparian condition.

Sediment, Hillslope Failures, and Roads

Most of the sediment supply that enters stream channelsin forested watershedsis generated by severa
processes. mass wasting (landsliding), surface erosion (especially from roads), soil creep (especialy in
unstable areas), and bank erosion (from streamside terraces) [see Paulson, 1997]. Thisisespecidly truewhere
steep unstable terrain is subjected to major weather events that saturate hillslopes with large volumes of
precipitation. Mass hillslope failures can occur, which deliver large amounts of surface soils to stream
channels. These events can overwhelm the capacity of the channel to transport this material downstream,
whichinturn canlead to substantial channel widening, attendant bank erosion, and shallowing of surfaceflows.
Important salmonid (and associated life forms) habitat features (such as stable spawning areas, pools, side
channel rearing areas) can be significantly affected by these processes.

Categories of sediment delivery identified in the Smpson HCP area, several of which are to some
extent controllable, include:;

= background sediment yield

= erosion associated with roads, skid trails, and landings
= hilldope erosion

= mass wasting (landslides)

= surface erosion from bare ground (e.g. landslide scars)
= bank erosion
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Controllable sediment is sediment delivered as a result of human activities which can affect water
quality and can bereasonably controlled. Ratesof delivery have been estimated for these sourcesusing severa
Watershed Anayses conducted within the Smpson HCP area  (Note: Watershed Analysis has not yet been
conducted for the entire HCP area).

Surface Erosion

Information currently available to develop a detailed sediment budget analysis is fairly limited.
However, the W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis provided an estimate of contributions of fine sediment from
various sources in the Watershed Analysis Unit (WAU). This estimate was devel oped in the Surface Erosion
Assessment for comparative purposes to illustrate the approximate quantities of sediment from background
and other sources (Figure 5-1).

Figure 5-1. W.F. Satsop Surface Erosion Sediment Yield
Grouped by Landform and Source Category
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In addition, the W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis developed an estimate of sediment from all sources
toillustrate relative contributions (Figure 5-2). Thisestimate showed that the contribution from masswasting
isfar greater than that from surface erosion. It should be noted, though, that the mass wasting value includes
both fine and coarse sediment while the background and surface erosion values represent only fine sediment.

Figure 5-2. West Fork Satsop Sediment Yield
Source Summary
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6. TMDL / ALLOCATIONS

ThisTMDL is designed to address impairments due to surface water temperature increases on four
water quality-limited segmentslocated in the Smpson HCP area. In addition to the listed 8303(d) waters, this
TMDL also appliesto other potential water quality impairments from heat and sediment for all streamsin the
Plan area. In developing the alocations, this TMDL has benefitted from portions of the analysis used in
preparation of Simpson’sHCP. Although not identical, the goals and legal standards under the ESA and the
Clean Water Act for aguatic resources are similar in many respects. Riparian management strategies in the
HCP have been designed to eliminate temperature increases due to human activitiesand to prevent the delivery
of excess sediment to the streams. Allocationsin the TMDL are designed to achieve similar results.

Regqulatory Framework

Under the current regulatory framework for development of TMDLSs, flexibility is alowed for
specifying alocations in that “TMDLs can be expressed in terms of either mass per time, toxicity, or other
appropriate measure”. The*Simpson HCP area TMDL” utilizesmeasuresother than “daily loads™ tofulfill
requirements of §303(d). Although aloading capacity for heat can be derived [e.g. BTU/ft? per day], it is of
limited value in guiding management activities needed to solve identified water quaity problems. In addition
to heat loads, the *““Simpson HCP area TMDL™ uses “other appropriate measures” (or surrogates) as
provided under EPA regulations [40 CFR §130.2(i)].

Allocations

Allocations in the “Simpson HCP area TMDL” are derived using effective shade and sediment
ddivery targets. These measures can be linked to specific source areas, and thus to actions (specifically
riparian management and erosion control) needed to solve problemswhich cause water temperature increases.
Because factors that affect water temperature are interrelated, both measures are dependent upon each other
to achieve desirable responses. Using riparian vegetation exclusively to reduce heat (e.g. increase shade) is
difficult to achieve if sediment delivered from upland sources continues to deposit and widen channels.
Likewise, narrower channels still require riparian vegetation to provide channel stability and shade, thus
reducing heat loads (unless confined by canyon walls or shaded by topography).

In establishing the load alocations for this TMDL, certain information has been used that was
developed in preparation of the HCP. Sediment delivery information from three completed Watershed Analysis
Reportsin the Plan area has also been useful. The TMDL developsload allocations for each channel classin
the Plan area, then summarizes them into eight separate groups. Streams within each group share common
characteristics that relate to potential input of pollutants into streams covered by the TMDL.

TheHCPalso dividesthe stream segmentsinto the same eight groupswhich areidentified asindividual
riparian management strategies (Table 6-1). These strategies have been developed using an approach that
integrates the mediation of physical processesand ecological functions. For ease of reference, each of theeight
groups of streams analyzed separately in this TMDL is given the same name as is used in identifying the
corresponding riparian management strategy in the HCP.
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Table 6-1. HCP Riparian Management Strategy Summary

Strategy Purpose Management Function
Canyon Maintain sediment and organic matter storage capacity of Provision of LWD from off-site, and maintenance of on site
the upper channel network, keep convective heat transfer shade and detrital inputs. Applied in the CUP along highly
to a minimum, and supply detritus to the channel as it's confined channel network of the Olympic foothills.
principle energy source.
Channel Maintain the floodplain processes that contribute nutrient Retention of sediment and organic matter and maintenance
Migration processing within the soil and hyporheic zone and ensure of nutrient processing. Applied to either very large
continued development of topographic complexity of meandering alluvial channels inset within well defined
floodplain surfaces. terrace systems or those low gradient smaller channels
with highly erodible banks.
Temperature Mediation of water temperatures in channels that are Protection of shade and control of streamside air
Sensitive vulnerable to summer time increases. temperature. RCRs established that provide the greatest
shade from mid-day to early afternoon ensuring wide,
denser leave area on south and west aspects.
Inner Gorge Provide wood large enough to maintain position or lodge in Provision of wood from unstable slopes to enhance
channel classes like SIG-L4, S1G-L5, AGL-Qo08, and AGL- development of productive main river habitat. Retain
Qab. largest trees that have the highest likelihood of recruiting
to the river.
Alluvial Maintenance of an alluvial channel bed in channel classes Provision of LWD, particularly along channel classes SIG-
Bedrock likely to scour to bedrock in the absence of LWD. M3 and SIG-M4. Protect principal recruitment zone for
Transition high value LWD.
Break in Protect inner side slopes adjacent to channel and provide Provision of LWD by establishing RCR back away from the
Slope for LWD recruitment from above the break in slope. break in slope with emphasis given to wind and shade
protection of south and west aspects.
Reverse Maintain opportunity for conifer germination sites in an Provision of LWD and nurse logs. Settings typified by wet
Break in otherwise unfavorable environment by protecting LWD and understory plant communities whose early seral stages are
Slope providing nurse logs. dominated by red alder.
Unstable S|ope3 / Maintain important functional linkages between channel Recognition of physical processes that may transmit
Intermittent Elow segments and their riparian areas for channel classes that significant impacts from these channel classes to other
typically have low average fish resource value. segments downstream for which on-site biological resource
value is high.

Effective Shade Allocations: Theobjectiveof theeffective shade TMDL isto reduce heat fromincoming solar
radiation delivered to the water surface. The basis for effective shade alocations follows an analysis of
processesthat affect water temperature. Development of the effective shade all ocations usesinformation about
ri parian management strategi esdescribed inthe HCP. Minimum Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) widths
described in the HCP recognize the relationship between active channel width and effective shade.

Effective shade all ocations have been devel oped from targets based on channel classwidth and characteristics
of mature riparian vegetation (Table 6-2) for that channel classincluding vegetative density. Effective shade
allocations are afunction of the vegetation that will shade the widest active channel for each class. Theactive
channd width, the vegetative density associated with a particular RCR width, and the height associated with
the expected riparian community (e.g. mixed conifer / hardwood) is used to determine effective shade
allocations.
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Table 6-2. Mature Riparian Vegetation Classesin HCP Area

ID Stage Vegetation Description

Hardwood:

H-M Mature Salmonberry, Thimbleberry (< 6 ft)
Devil's Club (< 15 ft)

Vine Maple (< 50 ft)

Red Alder, Big Leaf Maple

M-M Mature Mixed:
Listed Hardwoods

Listed Conifers

C-M Mature Conifer:
Douglas Fir, Red Cedar

Western Hemlock, Sitka Spruce

Aschannelsbecomewider, larger RCR widths are needed to provide more effective shade, aswell asto protect
other riparian functions. Thisisreflected inthe HCP wherewider channels have larger RCR widthsidentified.
Small channels (< 4m), on the other hand, benefit from dense, emergent vegetation. Consequently, narrower
RCR widths may still provide a high level of effective shade to these small streams. However, the benefit of
the RCR to these smaller channels may go beyond effective shade. Asindicated in the HCP, the purpose of
the RCR is also to provide slope stability and a supply of large woody debris (LWD).

The “Simpson HCP area TMDL” and allocations for effective shade are summarized in Table 6-3. Some
items to note relative to the effective shade allocations include variations between active channel width and
minimum RCR widths. In many instances, channels of the same width size have different RCR widths. The
temperature group and other considerations (e.g. LWD supply, sediment supply concerns) become important
factors, particularly in terms of uncertainty and increasing the margin of safety. The 8-meter active channel
widthisusedtoillustratethispoint. AGL-Qo5 and AGL-Qo6 streamsarein temperature group S-4 (i.e. those
streams strongly influenced by groundwater and more resistant to temperature change). Asaresult, thisclass
of streamshasalower margin of safety. In contrast, CUP-C4 and ROP-C7 arein areaswhere sediment supply
isapotential concern. Therefore, larger RCR widths are identified in the HCP for this class of streams.

Sediment Delivery: The*Simpson HCP area TMDL”’ and allocations for sediment delivery are summarized
in Table 6-4. The estimated total alowable sediment load (TMDL ) isderived from targets based on lithotopo
unit, channel class and erosion process (cubic yards per mile per averaging period). Sediment delivery
information for the period 1946-96 was used from three completed Watershed Analysis reports conducted in
the Simpson HCP area.

Public Review Draft G-39



APPENDIX G: TMDL TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT REPORT

Analysis of sediment delivery information from landdide inventories indicates two maor concerns that
contribute to management caused hilldope instability. Firt, riparian area management can affect sediment
ddivery through bank stability and sediment retention. For instance, the W.F. Satsop Watershed Anaysis
identified the main potential management influence in the SIG as declining root reinforcement of hilldopes
following harvest. The second concern relatesto roads, particularly in the Crescent Uplands. Again, theW.F.
Satsop Watershed Analysisindicated that road sidecast and cutslope problemsare the source of more than half
the inventoried dides in the CUP.

Sediment delivery allocations use information from three completed Watershed Analysis Reportsin the area
and from severa inventoriesthat supported preparation of the HCP. The quantitative comparison of estimated
loading rates and controllable portions of various types of |oading was considered. It is estimated that a 50%
reduction in the frequency of catastrophic failures (e.g. sidecast or fill failures) over the rate observed for the
previous 20-year period can be achieved during thefirst ten yearsof the Plan. Thisrepresentsan interim target
for measuring progressrelativeto achieving theload allocations. 1n addition, atarget of 50% reduction of fine
sediment input from roads during the first ten years of the planisalso included in the HCP. Furthermore, the
HCP provides funding to road maintenance and abandonment efforts for the duration of the HCP. Finally,
STC will apply mass wasting prescriptions across the HCP area to address unstable slope concerns.

The load alocations incorporate sediment reductions from management activities into the sediment delivery
targets. Sediment delivered from shallow rapids landdides and debris torrents as a result of management
activities is assumed to be 80% controllable. This is based on information used for development of
prescriptions in the W.F. Satsop Watershed Analysis. Sediment delivered from large persistent deep-seated
landdidesasaresult of management activitiesisassumed to be 50% controllable. Theretention of largewood
in RCRs and reducing peak flows due to hydrologic effects of the road network will address sediment delivery
from bank erosion that result from management activities.

Sediment delivery targets expressed as annual average cubic yards per stream mile for each channel classis
consistent with current EPA regulations. The regulationsindicate that load allocations are ““best estimates of
the loading which may range from reasonably accurate estimates to gross allotments, depending on the
availability of data and appropriate techniques for predicting the loading™ [40 CFR 8130.2(g)].

The resultant load allocations for sediment are: 1) developed for erosion processes; 2) associated with land
use activities where feasible; and 3) based on the source analysis of various erosion processes. The load
allocations are expressed as long term annual average load delivered per mile at the channel class scale.
Temporal and spatial variability in erosion and stream responses are considered in several ways including:

= Temporal Considerations -- The TMDL and specific load alocations are expressed in terms of
annual rates over a 50-year period in recognition that trends are not discernible within shorter time
frames and to allow for natural variation due to seasonal and annual differences.

e  Spatial Considerations -- Targetswere derived based primarily on analysis of conditionsin different
watersheds and lithotopo units within the Simpson HCP area. These conditions represent different
geologies and associated vulnerabilities to erosion.
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Table 6-3a. Summary of Effective Shade TMDL and Load Allocations for Simpson HCP Area

_ Load Allocations
i Group C?Ztrll\:lil éé?? Riparian Length (B Sl g
Class Width Width Condition (miles) percent)
(m) (m) TMDL LA MOS
Temperature Sensitive Strategy
ROP-Qc3 S1 6-12 30/25 C-M 44.2 89% 90% (1%)
SIG-Qc3 S1 4-10 25/15 C-M 9.1 87% 90% (3%)
Total for Strategy 53.3 88.7% 90.0% (1.3%)
Break in Slope Strategy
AGL-Qo3 S4 2-4 25/15 M-M 7.3 76% 96% (20%)
AGL-Q05 S4 4-8 20/10 C-M 8.8 76% 93% (17%)
AGL-Qo06 S4 6-8 30/20 C-M 13.6 76% 92% (16%)
AGL-Qo7 S4 12-16 30/20 C-M 37 80% 82% (2%)
ROP-Qc2 S1 2-4 3 M-M 103.4 90% 92% (2%)
ROP-Qc4 G1 4-6 20/15 C-M 9.1 85% 96% (11%)
ROP-Qc5 G1 12-18 30/20 C-M 121 75% 81% (6%)
SIG-L3 S2 2-4 20/15 M-M 6.3 84% 97% (13%)
SIG-Qo3 S4 4 25/15 M-M 4.8 78% 96% (18%)
SIG-Qo4 S4 8-16 30 C-M 20 82% 84% (2%)
Total for Strategy 171.1 85.4% 91.6% (6.3%)
TMDL
Notes:
' TMDL currently refers to temperature group described in Section 3. Development of allocations based
on representative conditions for mature riparian condition, maximum active channel width for class, and
minimum Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) width.
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Table 6-3b. Summary of Effective Shade TMDL and Load Allocations for Simpson HCP Area

_——eee e,

_ Load Allocations
i Group C?Ztrll\:lil éé?? Riparian Length (B Sl g
Class Width Width Condition (miles) percent)
(m) (m) TMDL LA MOS
Canyon Strategy
CUP-C2 G2 2-4 25 M-M 22.9 68% 95% (27%)
CUP-C3 G2 2-4 25 M-M 24.5 68% 95% (27%)
CUP-C4 G2 6-8 25 C-M 4.9 68% 91% (23%)
CUP-C5 G2 4-6 25 C-M 35 68% 95% (27%)
CUP-C6 G2 12 30 C-M 3.6 68% 86% (18%)
Total for Strategy 59.4 68.0% 94.1% (26.1%)
Channel Migration Strategy
AGL-Qab C-1 >25 40/30 C-M 12.7 7% 7% (0%)
CIS-Qc3 S3 8-16 30/20 C-M 16.8 83% 85% (2%)
ROP-C7 C-1 6-8 40 C-M 94 89% 94% (5%)
ROP-Qa7 C-1 > 16 50/40 C-M 37 85% 85% (0%)
ROP-Qc6 G1 12 40/30 C-M 9.5 75% 89% (14%)
ROP-Qc7 G1 15 65/40 C-M 15.2 75% 86% (11%)
ROP-Qc8 C1 25 40 C-M 2.8 82% 82% (0%)
SIG-M6 S2 6-12 50/30 C-M 23 85% 89% (4%)
SIG-Qa6 C-1 >25 40 C-M 11.3 7% 7% (0%)
Total for Strategy 83.7 79.7% 84.4% (4.7%)
TMDL
Notes:
' TMDL currently refers to temperature group described in Section 3. Development of allocations based
on representative conditions for mature riparian condition, maximum active channel width for class, and
minimum Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) width.
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Table 6-3c. Summary of Effective Shade TMDL and Load Allocations for Simpson HCP Area

Alluvial Bedrock Transition Strategy

_ Load Allocations
i Group C?Ztrll\:lil éé?? Riparian Length (B Sl g
Class Width Width Condition (miles) percent)
(m) (m) TMDL LA MOS
Inner Gorge Strategy

AGL-Qo08 G2 15-25 30 C-M 52 58% 74% (16%)
CUP-C8 G2 20 35 C-M 59 2% 81% (9%)
SIG-L4 C-1 35 40 C-M 24.2 2% 2% (0%)
SIG-M5 C-1 20 40 C-M 151 2% 86% (14%)
Total for Strategy 50.4 70.6% 77.5% (6.9%)

1

SIG-M3 S2 4-12 30/15 C-M 9.6 85% 88% (3%)
SIG-M4 S2 4-12 40/25 C-M 6.0 85% 89% (4%)
Total for Strategy 15.6 85.0% 88.4% (3.4%)
Reverse Break in Slope Strategy
AGL-Qo4 S2 4-6 30/20 C-M 2.6 82% 95% (13%)
CIS-C5 G1 4-6 40/30 C-M 17 85% 95% (10%)
SIG-L2 S2 2-4 30/20 M-M 38.5 84% 95% (11%)
Total for Strategy 42.8 83.9% 95.0% (11.1%)
TMDL
Notes:

TMDL currently refers to temperature group described in Section 3. Development of allocations based
on representative conditions for mature riparian condition, maximum active channel width for class, and
minimum Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) width.
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Table 6-3d. Summary of Effective Shade TMDL and Load Allocations for Simpson HCP Area

_ Load Allocations
i Group C?Ztrll\:lil éé?? Riparian Length (B Sl g
Class Width Width Condition (miles) percent)
(m) (m) TMDL LA MOS
Unstable Slopes / Intermittent Flow Strategy
AGL-Qol G2 0-4 8 M-M 61.3 51% 93% (42%)
AGL-Qo02 S2 <2 8 M-M 225 82% 93% (11%)
CIS-C1 G2 0-4 8 M-M 83.9 71% 93% (22%)
CIS-Qcl S3 0-4 8 M-M 33.3 85% 93% (8%)
CIS-Qc2 S3 2-4 8 M-M 28.0 85% 93% (8%)
CUP-C1 G2 0-2 8 M-M 199.9 68% 93% (25%)
ROP-Qcl S1 2-4 8 M-M 167.3 90% 93% (3%)
SIG-L1 S2 0-2 8 M-M 160.0 84% 93% (9%)
SIG-M1 S2 1-2 8 M-M 67.8 84% 93% (9%)
SIG-M2 S2 2-4 8 M-M 18.5 84% 93% (9%)
SIG-Qcl S3 2-4 8 M-M 12.8 80% 93% (13%)
SIG-Qc2 S3 2-4 8 M-M 8.9 80% 93% (13%)
SIG-Qol G2 0-4 8 M-M 38.3 56% 93% (37%)
SIG-Qo2 S2 2-4 8 M-M 19.0 84% 93% (9%)
Total for Strategy 921.5 77.0% 93.0% (16.0%)
TMDL
Notes:
' TMDL currently refers to temperature group described in Section 3. Development of allocations based
on representative conditions for mature riparian condition, maximum active channel width for class, and
minimum Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR) width.
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Table 6-4a. Sediment Allocations by Channel Class for Simpson HCP Area

Channel
Class

Length
(miles)

TMDL

Mass Wasting

SR DT LPD

Temperature Sensitive Strategy

Surface
Erosion

Bank
Erosion

MOS

Break in Slope Strategy

ROP-Qc3 442 19 12 0 1 LA 2% 3
SIG-Qc3 9.1 112 20 1 35 8 175 15
Total 53.3 32.1 13.4 0.2 6.8 2.2 4.6 4.9

Canyon Strategy

AGL-Qo3 7.3 53 12* 1 15 Y g 13
AGL-Qo5 8.8 53 12* 1 15 4 8 13
AGL-Qo6 13.6 53 12 1 15 4rxx grxx 13
AGL-Qo7 3.7 53 12* 1 15 Y 8 13
ROP-Qc2 103.4 19 12* 0 1 1 2 3
ROP-Qc4 9.1 19 12* 0 1 1 2 3
ROP-Qc5 12.1 19 12 0 1 1 2xxx 3
SIG-L3 6.3 112 20* 1 50 8 17 15
S1G-Qo3 4.8 112 20* 1 50 8 17 15
SIG-Qo4 2.0 112 20* 1 50* 8 17 15
Total 1711 328 12.6 0.3 75 2.1 43 6.0

CUP-C2 229 80 15* 15* 1 3 6 40
CUP-C3 245 80 15* 15* 1 3 6 40
CUP-C4 4.9 80 15* 15* 1 3 6 40
CUP-C5 35 80 15* 15* 1 3 6 40
CUP-C6 3.6 80 15* 15* 1 3 6 40
Total 594 80.0 15.0 15 1.0 3.0 6.0 40.0
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Table 6-4b. Sediment Allocations by Channel Class for Simpson HCP Area

Channel
Class

Length
(miles)

TMDL

Mass Wasting

SR

DT

LPD

Surface
Erosion

Bank
Erosion

MOS

Alluvial Bedrock Transition Strategy

Channel Migration Strategy
AGL-Qab 12.7 53 12* 1 15 4 grxx 13
CIS-Qc3 16.8 23 12* 0 1 2xxx 4 3
ROP-C7 9.4 19 12 0 1 1 2 3
ROP-Qa7 3.7 19 12* 0 1 1 2%xx 3
ROP-Qc6 9.5 19 12 0 1 1 2%xx 3
ROP-Qc7 15.2 19 12 0 1 LrHx 2 3
ROP-Qc8 2.8 19 12 0 1 1 2xxx 3
SIG-M6 2.3 112 20 1 50 8 17%%x* 15
SIG-Qab 11.3 124 20* 1 50 12 25*** 15
Total 83.7 415 13.3 0.3 11.1 3.3 6.8 6.7
Inner Gorge Strategy
AGL-Qo8 5.2 53 12 1 15 4 8 13
CUP-C8 5.9 80 15 15 1 3 6 40
SIG-L4 24.2 124 20* 1 50* 12 25 15
SIG-M5 15.1 124 20* 1 50 12 25 15
Total 50.4 111.5 18.6 2.6 40.7 10.1 21.0 18.5

SIG-M3 9.6 112 20* 1 35 8 17 15
SIG-M4 6.0 112 20* 1 35 8 17 15
Total 15.6 96.0 20.0 1.0 35.0 8.0 17.0 15.0
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Table 6-4c. Sediment Allocations by Channel Class for Simpson HCP Area

Length Mass Wasting Surface Bank
Channel (miles) TMDL Erosion Erosion MOS
Class SR DT LPD
Reverse Break in Slope Strategy
AGL-Qo4 2.6 53 12 1 15 Yo g 13
CIS-C5 1.7 23 12 0 1 Vdaddd Yk 3
SIG-L2 385 72 20* 1 20 5 10 15
Total 4238 59.9 19.2 1.0 18.9 4.8 9.6 6.4
Unstable Slopes / Intermittent Flow Strategy
AGL-Qol 61.3 53 12* 1 15 4rxx 8 13
AGL-Qo2 225 53 12 1 15 4rxx 8 13
CIs-C1 83.9 23 12* 0 1 Vdaddd 4 3
CIS-Qcl 33.3 23 12* 0 1 2xxx 4rxx 3
CIS-Qc2 28.0 23 12 0 1 2xxx 4rxx 3
CUP-C1 199.9 80 15% 15% 1 3 6 40
ROP-Qcl 167.3 19 12 0 1 LrHx 2 3
SIG-L1 160.0 72 20* 2 20 5 10%** 15
SIG-M1 67.8 72 20* 2 20 5 10%** 15
SIG-M2 18.5 72 20* 2 20 Gk 10 15
S1G-Qcl 12.8 72 20* 2 20 5 10%** 15
SIG-Qc2 8.9 72 20 2 20 5 10%** 15
SIG-Qol 38.3 72 20* 2 20 Gk 10 15
S1G-Qo2 19.0 72 20 2 20 Gk 10 15
Total 9215 51.0 15.5 3.7 9.0 3.3 6.6 12.9
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7. MARGIN OF SAFETY

The Clean Water Act requires that each TMDL be established with a margin of safety (MOS). The
statutory requirement that TMDLSs incorporate a margin of safety is intended to account for uncertainty in
available data or in the actual effect controls will have on loading reductions and receiving water quality. A
margin of safety isexpressed as unallocated assimilative capacity or conservative analytical assumptions used
in establishing the TMDL (e.g., derivation of numeric targets, modeling assumptions or effectiveness of
proposed management actions).

The margin of safety may beimplicit, asin conservative assumptions used in cal culating the loading
capacity, WLASs, and LAs. The margin of safety may also be explicitly stated as an added, separate quantity
inthe TMDL calculation. In any case, assumptions should be stated and the basis behind the margin of safety
documented. The margin of safety isnot meant to compensate for afailure to consider known sources. Table
7-1 presents six approaches for incorporating a margin of safety into TMDLSs.

Table 7-1. Approaches for Incorporating a Margin of Safety intoa TMDL

Type of Approaches
Margin of Safety

Explicit 1. Set numeric targets at more conservative levels than analytical results indicate
2. Add a safety factor to pollutant loading estimates
3. Do not allocate a portion of available loading capacity; reserve for MOS

Implicit 4. Conservative assumptions in derivation of numeric targets

5. Conservative assumptions when developing numeric model applications

6. Conservative assumptions when analyzing prospective feasibility of practices and
restoration activities.

The following factors may be considered in evaluating and deriving an appropriate margin of safety:

= Limitations in available data to characterize the waterbody / pollutant and to address the
components of the TMDL development process.

= Analysis and techniques used in to evaluate components of the TMDL and to derive an
allocation scheme.

v/ characterization and estimates of source loadings (e.g., confidence regarding data
limitation, analysis limitation or assumptions)
v analysis of relationships between the source loading and instream impact
v/ prediction of response of receiving waters under various allocation scenarios. (e.g., the
predictive capability of the analysis, smplifications in the selected techniques)
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= Expression of analysis results in terms of confidence intervals or ranges. Confidence may be
addressed asacumulative effect on the load allocation or for each of theindividua components
of the analysis.

= Implications of the MOS on the overal load reductions identified in terms of reduction
feasibility and implementation time frames.

Assumptions

Effective Shade: Development of effective shade allocations results from an analysis of processes that affect
water temperature and from information about Riparian Management Strategies described in the HCP. The
analysis of processes that affect water temperature include use of a heat budget. There are a number of
uncertainties in the analysis regarding these processes that both add and subtract heat from a stream system.
Assumptions that affect analytical results include factors such as flow, channel width, upstream water
temperature, wind speed, relative humidity, stream bed composition, and groundwater contribution. Figure
7-1 illustrates an example of the range of uncertainty associated with different assumptions in developing
effective shade targets.

Figure 7-1. Example of Range of Uncertainty in Developing Effective Shade Targets

Relationship of Effective Shade to Water Temperature Change
(July 28 -- Peak Hourly Increase)
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Table 7-2 summarizes uncertainties associated with development of effective shadetargets. Adjustmentsthat
were made to account for these uncertainties are also described.

Table 7-2. Supporting Information for Effective Shade Margin of Safety

Uncertainties in TMDL

Adjustments to Account for Uncertainties

Natural conditions of upstream ambient
water temperature regimes for some
segments may be above state criteria of
16 C.

Focus analysis on identifying heat input and effective shade
targets to achieve a peak hourly temperature increase of 0.45 C
which serves as a numeric interpretation of the “natural
conditions” clause in Washington's water quality standards. As
new data and methods are developed to better describe “Natural
conditions”, the peak hourly temperature increase target may be
refined.

Maximum water temperatures can occur
over a range of days which vary from mid-
July to mid-August.

Effective shade allocations are based on shadows cast on June
21 when shade angle and solar radiation values are at their peak.

Very little information exists regarding
factors that affect water temperature in

Once the HCP agreement is in place, monitoring of water
temperature will continue with a focus on temperature group

the Simpson HCP area, particularly wind
speed, relative humidity, stream bed
composition, and groundwater contribution.

patterns. Information from this network will support
modifications to assumptions, as warranted.

Allocationsfor effective shade contain an explicit margin of safety whichisexpressed asan unallocated portion
of the loading capacity. In many cases, this portion is unallocated because of other factors in the Riparian
Management Strategy which applies to that particular channel class. Considerations include providing for
slope stability or future recruitment of large wood (e.g. Break in Slope, Canyon strategies).

In addition, allocations for effective shade also contain an implicit margin of safety, specifically the point of
measurement for the Riparian Conservation Reserve (RCR). These buffer widths, identified in the HCP and
intheload allocations, were determined by identifying the primary zones adjacent to each channel classwhere
the functional interactions with the riparian forest are most pronounced. The HCP buffer widths reflected in
theload alocations differ from other traditional approachesthat use the ordinary high water (OHW) mark as
the measurement benchmark. In the HCP, both the channel migration zone and side sope surfaces are
accorded full, no harvest protection by the “Break in Slope” riparian strategy. The width of these width of
these zones are actually measured from the break in dopeinstead of the OHW and do not count the side dope
distance from the start of the RCR to the edge of the channel migration zone.

Public Review Draft



APPENDIX G: TMDL TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT REPORT

Sediment Delivery: Development of sediment budget valuesisan “order of magnitude™ estimate which may

result in over prediction or under prediction of loadings from different erosion processes. Uncertainties about
mass wasting and streambank erosion portions of the analysis can be significant. The uncertainties include:

=

A single volume assigned to an individua landdide for the entire budget period could
inaccurately represent volumes of sediment production during the budget period, depending on
when the landdlide first appeared and whether it enlarged during the budget period.

Assumptions about the volumes of sediment delivery from landdlide types or dope positions
may be incorrect.

Errors can be made in identifying landdides and in estimating sizes from aeria photographs.
The two sources of landdide inventories differed dightly in assumptions, e.g. soil depth.

Itisdifficult to accurately identify management activities associated with individual landdides
generated by cumulative effects of land management activities above the landdides (e.g.

failures within an inner gorge).

Bank erosion causes cannot be accurately assigned to management or non-management
activities.

Surface erosion estimates cannot account for roads that are not included in the coverage, nor
can it account for skid trails and landings unless they generated mass wasting failures.

Table 7-3 summarizes uncertainties from the sediment delivery source analysis. Adjustmentsthat were made
to account for these uncertainties are described.

Table 7-3. Supporting Information for Sediment Delivery Margin of Safety

Uncertainties in TMDL Adjustments to Account for Uncertainties

Instream indicators of sediment not used Once an HCP agreement is in place, the expectation is that such
because of lack of site specific information habitat information will be collected from the extensive
for these parameters. Extrapolation of monitoring program commitments made by Simpson. This issue
values derived from dissimilar areas may can be revisited at year 10 of the plan implementation, and
have limited relevance in development of adjustments made, as deemed appropriate by the participants.
instream targets for Simpson HCP area. Note that this alternative approach makes good use of the

fundamental landscape and channel classification system Simpson
has developed for the HCP.

The role of sediment storage in channel The TMDL gives no “credit” for instream storage as a
systems as both a source and sink for consideration in TMDL determination because current excessive
sediment is poorly understood. levels of instream stored sediment are contributing to

temperature increases in C-1 group. The TMDL is lower than
would be the case if instream storage credit were provided.
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Adaptive Management

Establishing TMDLs employs a variety of analytical techniques. Some anaytical techniques are widely
used and applied in evaluation of source loading and determination of the impacts on waterbodies. For certain
pollutants, such asheat and sediment, the methods used are newer or in development. Theselection of analysis
techniques is based on scientific rationale coupled with interpretation of observed data. Concerns regarding
the appropriateness and scientific integrity of the analysis have been defined and the approach for verifying the
analysis through monitoring and implementation addressed. Without the benefit of long term experience and
testing of the methods used to derive TMDLs, the potential for the estimate to require refinement is high.

A TMDL and margin of safety which isreasonable and resultsin an overall allocation represents the best
estimate of how standards can be achieved. The selection of the MOS can aso clarify the implications for
monitoring andimplementation planning inrefining the estimateif necessary (adaptive management). "Adaptive
management" is often defined as the reliance on scientific methods to test the results of actions taken so that
the management and related policy can be changed promptly and appropriately. The FACA report indicated
that ““adaptive management involves setting goals and developing implementation plans based on existing
data, providing for additional data gathering and monitoring of results achieved, and revising goals and
implementation plans as appropriate in light of the subsequent data and monitoring™.

The TMDL processaccommodatestheahility totrack and ultimately refine assumptionswithinthe TMDL
implementation planning component. The “Simpson HCP area TMDL™ is intended to be adaptive in
management implementation. Thisplan allowsfor future changesinloading capacitiesand surrogate measures
(alocations) in the event that scientifically valid reasons support aterations. It isimportant to recognize the
continual study and progression of understanding of water quality parameters addressed in this TMDL (e.g.
stream temperature, sediment, riparian condition, habitat). The Simpson HCP addresses future monitoring
plans. Inthe event that data show that changes are warranted in the Simpson TMDL, these changes will be
made.
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8. SEASONAL VARIATION

Section 303(d)(1) requiresthat TMDLs “be established at level necessary to implement the applicable
water quality standards with seasonal variations™. The current regulation also states that determination of
“TMDLs shall take into account critical conditions for stream flow, loading, and water quality parameters™
[40 CFR 130.7(c)(1)]. In addition, 8303(d)(1)(D) suggests consideration of normal conditions, flows, and
dissipative capacity. Thisinformation is summarized in the following discussion.

Existing Conditions

Existing conditions for stream temperatures in the Simpson HCP areareflect seasonal variation. Cooler
temperatures occur in the winter, while warmer temperatures are observed in the summer. Historical datahas
been collected by the U.S. Geologica Survey (USGS) of stream temperaturesin the Wynoochee River. Figure
8-1 summarizes the distribution of highest daily maximum water temperatures for each month between 1970
and 1987. Although the datawas collected inthe 1970'sand 80's, it isthe most comprehensiverecord for water
temperature taken at one site over an extended period of time in the vicinity of the Simpson HCP area. As
shown, water quality standardsfor temperature are only exceeded between May and October. Inaddition, the
data shown in Figure 8-1 indicates that the highest seven-day average maximum water temperatures occur
between mid-July and mid-August. Thistimeframeisused asthecritical period for development and analysis
of alocationsin the TMDL.

Figure 8-1. Seasonal Variation of Wynoochee Temperature Levels
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Stream Flow

Monthly flow datais another way to describe seasonal variation. Asillustrated in Figure 8-2, flows peak
in December as a result of winter storm runoff. Flows decline through the summer reaching baseflow
conditionsin August. Figure 8-3 depicts the variability of seven-day low flows using data from the Satsop
River near Satsop. The seven-day low flow recurring every ten years (7Q10) isaso shownin Figure 8-3. The
USGS data has been used to describe the variation of 7Q2 valuesacrossthe HCP area(Amerman and Orsborn,
1987). From thisinformation, arelationship has been developed to estimate 7Q2 values for various LTU’s
within the HCP area.

Figure 8-2. Flow Patterns for Satsop River
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Figure 8-3. Satsop River Low Flow History
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Solar Radiation

Potential solar radiation varies throughout the year. The highest value occurs on the first day of summer
when the earth’s tilt towards the sun is greatest. Figure 8-4 illustrates the effect of seasonal variation on
shadow length associated with different tree heights. Asshown, shadows are shortest in mid-June. Figure 8-5
illustrates the effect of seasonal variation on maximum potential solar radiation. Mid-Juneisthe period when
solar radiation values are at their peak. Asaresult, mid-June can be used a starting point for identifying the
loading capacity for effective shade. Thisisthe time that the water surface receives the maximum potential
solar radiation and when riparian shade is least effective in reducing heat. This does add to the margin of
safety becauselow flowsand maximum water temperaturestypically occur between mid-July and mid-August.

Figure 8-4. Seasonal Variation of Shadow Lengths

Figure 8-5.
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APPENDIX G: TMDL TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT REPORT

Critical Temperature Conditions

Estimates for streamflow, loading, and water quality parameters need to be taken into account in
development of the TMDL. Theanalysis demonstrating the relationship of channel and riparian conditionsto
solar radiation loads requires aframework for identifying critical conditions. Based on historical datafor the
Wynoochee River (Figure 8-6), the critical period used for the analysisis mid-July. Thisrepresentsthetime
frame for which solar radiation is highest when the earliest summer maximum water temperatures were
observed. Thistimeframeisalso consistent with water temperature data collected by Simpson (Figure 8-7).

Figure 8-6. Wynoochee River Summer Water Temperatures
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Figure 8-7. Simpson HCP Area Summer Water Temperatures
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Streamflow estimates were identified using data from the USGS gage on the Satsop River near Satsop.
Water yield for the 7-day low flow, 2-year recurrenceinterval (7Q2), which isalso associated with the highest
water temperatures observed at the gage, was used asastarting point. Thisrepresentsaconservative approach
and can be refined as additional flow data is collected in the Smpson HCP area. The same conservative
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approach was used to identify parametersfor calculation of solar radiation load (e.g. cloud cover) and water
quality (e.g. air temperature, upstream water temperature, etc). Given the importance of stream type in
evaluating critical conditions, information will be collected by Simpson to characterize riparian and channel
conditions in the HCP area.

Annual Variability and Sediment

It isimportant to discuss the annual variability of peak flows and its effect on sediment delivery. USGS
(1971) described sediment yield in the Chehalis basin. Consistent with sediment studies in other aress, the
report noted that the greatest percentage of sediment transport occurred during pesk flows. Figure 8-8 shows
the variation in peak flows for the Satsop River.

Figure 8-8. Satsop River Peak Flow History
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Appendix H: Watershed Analysis Prescriptions

The Washington State watershed Analysis processis an attempt to implement a basin-wide approach to
regulating the environmental aspects of forest practice regulation. A team of scientific experts,
contributed from landowners, Indian Tribes, Washington Department of Natural Resources, the
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, and other interested parties performs a scientific analysis of
watershed processes operating in the basin. Modules address: Mass Wasting, Surface Erosion (from road
and hillslopes, hydrology,. Riparian issues, stream channel geomorphology, fish habitat, and public works
in the watershed. Results of the anaysis are given to a landowner-led prescriptions team, with participants
from interested parties, which crafts specific prescriptions for forest practices to address the specific
issuesidentified for the particular watershed.

Attached are the prescriptions devel oped for the three watershed analyses that have been completed in the
Plan Area: Kennedy Creek, West Satsop, and the South Fork Skokomish. The prescriptions are
summarized in Section 6.2.5 of the Plan.

HCP Public Review Draft H-1



APPENDIX H: WATERSHED ANALYSI S PRESCRIPTIONS (KENNEDY CREEK)

WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #1 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit’s 1a, 1b, 3d
and 10b).

Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes has been, currently is, and will continue to be delivered to Kennedy Creek,
Schneider Creek, Perry Creek and Helser (Holly) creek aswell asto Eld Inlet.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - roads intersect springs/seeps; roads concentrating surface runoff; destabilized slopes
become saturated; root strength islost in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where

perched water tables are present.

Secondary - removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer in seeps/spring aress.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “ Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction across these Mass wasting areas.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent road must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.
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Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies. Plansto be reviewed annually to assess priorities.
Corrections will be done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practices to deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application.

Orphaned Roads- Landowner plans shall be developed and implemented at the time the adjacent
areais harvested. The plan will include all orphaned roads within the mass wasting unit and be
developed in cooperation with tribes and other affected government agencies.

Harvesting:

No broadcast burning will be alowed in these mass wasting areas.
Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet aress .

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps and wet areas within their
proposed activity area and develops a harvest plan for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that
addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss of adequate root strength and disturbance
to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting area must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:

Roads. Correcting road drainage problem addresses triggering mechanisms.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters ( see Harvesting option #3) addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering
and anchoring system to reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters.

**  Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,

otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified speciaist to develop aplan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.

HCP Public Review Draft H-3



APPENDIX H: WATERSHED ANALYSI S PRESCRIPTIONS (KENNEDY CREEK)

WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #2 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit’s 2 and 3c).
Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with existing roads and roads
constructed on slopes between 30 and 50 percent delivered to Kennedy Creek

Triggering Mechanism : Roads intersect springs/seeps concentrating surface runoff.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction across these areas.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent roads must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (asqualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.

Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies. Plansto be reviewed annually to assess priorities.
Corrections will be done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practices to deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application.
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Harvesting:

Not identified as a triggering mechanism.
Justification for prescriptions :

Roads. Correcting road drainage problem addresses triggering mechanisms.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #3 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit’'s 4c and
4d).

Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes has been delivered to Kennedy Creek, Schneider Creek, Summit Lake and
Perry Creek. Debris flows and dam break floods can occur on steep tributaries greater than 10
degrees or 18 percent slope.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Road cut banks and loss of root strength in areas where seeps and springs are found.
Secondary - removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer in seeps/spring areas.

Rule call for management prescriptions: Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “ Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction in the mass wasting area.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent roads must be designed by an approved
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end haul,
sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the specific
location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.

Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
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which corrects all drainage deficiencies and stabilization of unstable cut banks associated with
springs and seeps. Plans to be reviewed annually to assess priorities. Corrections will be done
prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practicesto deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application (this includes stabilization of unstable
cut banks associated with springs and seeps).

Harvesting:

No broadcast burning will be allowed within the mass wasting units.
Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place within 25 feet (horizontal distance) of
the over steepened (greater than 65%) portion of the stream bank or at the grade break which
ever comesfirst. No broadcast burning within the mass wasting unit.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps, wet areas and over steepened
portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a harvest plan
for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss
of adequate root strength and disturbance to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting area must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions :
Roads. Correcting road drainage problem and avoiding over steepened areas within the mass
wasting unit will avoid the triggering mechanisms.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters. The 65% used to define the over
steepened stream banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** L andowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified speciadist to develop aplan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #4 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 5c).
Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events (on steep slopes greater than or equal to 35
percent) associated with roads, timber harvest and natural processes has been delivered to
Kennedy Creek and Perry Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Loss of root strength in areas where seeps and springs are found, removal of vegetation
and disturbance of the duff layer in seeps/spring areas.

Secondary - Surface runoff concentrates on road fill or sidecast material.

Rule call for management prescriptions: Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction across these Mass wasting areas.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent road must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.
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Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies and stabilization of fill slopesthat are saturated or
destabilized by surface water concentrations. Plans to be reviewed annually to assess priorities.
Corrections will be done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practices to deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application (this includes stabilization of unstable
fill opesthat are saturated or destabilized).

Harvesting:

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of
seeps, headwalls and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place on the over steepened
(greater than 65%)slopes within 25 feet (horizontal distance) of the stream bank or at the grade
break which ever comesfirst. No broadcast burning within the mass wasting unit.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps, headwalls, wet areas and over
steepened portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a
harvest plan for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment
caused by loss of adequate root strength and disturbance to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting areamust be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions :

Roads: Road maintenance will prevent surface water from saturating fill and sidecast material
and thus avoid the potential for a mass wasting event associated with road fill and sidecast
material.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters. The 65% used to define the over
steepened stream banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified specialist to develop a plan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanisms.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek
Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #5 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 6b).
Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest on
slopes greater than or equal to 50% can be delivered to Kennedy Creek and Perry Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.
Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Destabilization of slopesin areas of springs/seeps; where roads concentrate surface
runoff; and removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer.

Secondary - Lossof root strength in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where
perched water tables are present.

Rule call for management prescriptions: Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction across these Mass wasting areas.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent road must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.
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Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies (this includes stabilization of unstable fill slopes that are
saturated or destabilized). Plans to be reviewed annually to assess priorities. Corrections will be
done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Harvesting:

No broadcast burning will be alowed within the mass wasting unit.
Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin aminimum of
25 feet of seeps and wet areas in headwall areas. No broadcast burning within the mass wasting
unit. Prevent deposition of logging and road construction debris onto these head wall areas.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground al the seeps and wet areas in headwall
areas within their proposed harvest activity and develops a harvest plan for harvest within the 25
foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss of adequate root strength
and disturbance to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting areamust be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions :

Roads. Correcting road drainage problem and avoiding over steepened areas within the mass
wasting unit will avoid the triggering mechanism.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs in head wall areas addresses
mass wasting concerns by acting as an anchoring system to reduce the potential for mass wasting
and delivery of sediment to type three waters.

**  Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with an appropriate specialist to develop a plan that prevents
or avoids the triggering mechanisms.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #6 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 7b).
Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes on slopes greater than or equal to 35% has been, currently isand will continue
to be delivered to Kennedy Creek, Summit Lake Helser(Holly) Creek, Eld Inlet, Schneider
Creek and Perry Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Fine and coarse sediment delivered to Summit Lake has the potential to increase turbidity,
introduces contaminants and degrade water quality.

Deposition of fine sediment into Eld Inlet causes siltation of shell fish beds and possibly siltation
of nearby surf smelt spawning grounds.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer alows erosion of exposed
soils. Leave trees are subject to wind throw.

Secondary - Roads intersecting springs/seeps or where roads concentrate surface runoff and loss
of root strength in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where perched water tables are
present.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction :

Option #1 - Avoid areas with seeps, springs or headwalls.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent roads must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage,

end haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.
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Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.

Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies(this includes stabilization of unstable fill slopesthat are
saturated or destabilized). Plans to be reviewed annually to assess priorities. Corrections will be
done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit aroad drainage and maintenance plan approved by DNR Forest Practices
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application (this includes stabilization of unstable
fill slopesthat are saturated or destabilized).

Harvesting:
No broadcast burning will be alowed within the mass wasting unit.

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner eliminates harvest activitieswithin minimum of 66 feet on type three
streams and 25 feet (horizontal distance) on type four and five streams. In addition landowner
** jnventories and protects unstable areas that are on over steepened side slopes and are
continuous to the stream channel.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps, wet areas, unstable areas and
over steepened portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a
harvest plan for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment
caused by loss of adequate root strength and disturbance to the duff layer.

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting areamust be designed by an appropriate

specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:

Roads. Correcting road drainage problem and avoiding over steepened areas within the mass
wasting unit will avoid the triggering mechanism.
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Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering streams
addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to reduce the
potential delivery of sediment to type three waters.

** | andowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified speciadist to develop aplan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #7 (includes Mass Wasting Map Units 8b and 8c)
Situation sentence for the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes on slopes greater than or equal to 35% has been, currently isand will continue

to be delivered to Kennedy Creek, Helser(Holly) Creek, Schneider Creek and Perry Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Road construction destabilizes slopes in areas of springs/seeps;, where roads
concentrate surface runoff or where sidecast or fills become saturated during long duration storm
events.

Secondary Loss of root strength in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where
perched water tables are present.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction :

Drainage structures will be oversized to accommodate long term storm events.
Option #1 - No road construction will be allowed thru these mass wasting units.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent roads must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end haul,
sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the specific
location.
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Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.
Drainage structures will be oversized to accommodate long term storm events.

Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies (this includes stabilization of unstable fill slopesthat are
saturated or destabilized). Plans to be reviewed annually to assess priorities. Corrections will be
done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practices to deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application (this includes stabilization of unstable
fill lopesthat are saturated or destabilized).

Harvesting:

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of
seeps, headwalls and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place within 25 feet
(horizontal distance) on the over steepened (greater than 65%) portion of the stream bank or at
the grade break which ever comes first. No broadcast burning within the mass wasting unit.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps, headwalls, wet areas and over
steepened portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a
harvest plan for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment
caused by loss of adequate root strength and disturbance to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting areamust be designed by qualified Geologist

and or other appropriate specialist (as defined in Standard M ethodology for conducting
Watershed Analysis, Version 2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:

Roads. Correcting road drainage problem and avoiding over steepened areas within the mass
wasting unit will avoid the triggering mechanisms.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
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reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters. The 65% used to define the over
steepened stream banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified speciaist to develop aplan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #8 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 9b)
Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with timber harvest and natural
processes on slopes greater than or equal to 30% can be delivered to Kennedy Creek,
Helser(Holly) Creek, Eld Inlet, Schneider Creek and Perry Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Deposition of fine sediment into Eld Inlet causes siltation of shell fish beds and possible siltation
of nearby surf smelt spawning grounds.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Loss of root strength in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where perched
water tables are present.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Prevent and Avoid

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Harvesting:

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place within 25 feet (horizontal distance) on
the over steepened (greater than 65%) portion of the stream bank or at the grade break which
ever comesfirst.

Option #3 - Harvesting within these mass wasting areamust be designed by an appropriate

specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

HCP Public Review Draft H-18



APPENDIX H: WATERSHED ANALYSI S PRESCRIPTIONS (KENNEDY CREEK)

Justification for prescriptions:

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering adjacent
waters to addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
reduce the potential delivery of sediment. The 65% used to define the over steepened stream
banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified speciaist to develop aplan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #9 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit’s 4c and
above segment K-36).

Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes on slopes and headwalls greater than or equal to 45% can be delivered to
wetland segment K-36.

Sediment deposition causeslocal infilling of wetland ponds reducing and degrading summer
rearing and winter refuge habitats.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Slumps occur when slip planes on slopes above the road which have been destabilized
by cutbanks become wet enough to overcome friction; and loss of root strength where

springs/seeps are found or in areas where perched water tables are present.

Secondary - removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer in seeps/spring aress.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Minimize

Field observations: Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - Avoid areas with seeps, springs or headwalls.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent roads must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: Drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.

Road M aintenance:

Deals with existing roads and or those roads that will be receiving heavy haul.
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Active/lnactive Roads - Simpson and The Department of Natural Resources will inventory all
roads within these mass wasting areas and submit a road maintenance plan prior to July 1, 1996
which corrects all drainage deficiencies (this includes stabilization of unstable cut banks
associated with seeps and wet areas). Plansto be reviewed annually to assess priorities.
Corrections will be done prior to receiving heavy haul.

Other landowners ** will be required to inventory their road drainage deficiencies within these
mass wasting units that occur on their contiguous parcels associated with the proposed forest
practice and submit a plan approved by DNR Forest Practices to deal with those deficiencies
prior to receiving an approved Forest Practice application (this includes stabilization of unstable
cut banks associated with seeps and wet areas).

Harvesting:

No broadcast burning will be alowed within the mass wasting unit.
Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place within 25 feet (horizontal distance) of
the over steepened (greater than 65%) portion of the stream bank or at the grade break which
ever comesfirst. No broadcast burning within the mass wasting unit.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps, wet areas and over steepened
portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a harvest plan
for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss
of adequate root strength and disturbance to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting area must be designed by an appropriate

specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:

Roads. Correcting road drainage problems and avoiding over steepened areas within the mass
wasting unit will avoid the triggering mechanisms.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
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reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters. The 65% used to define the over
steepened stream banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified specialist to develop a plan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #10 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 9b
adjacent to Totten Inlet and adjacent to an unevaluated segment that routes to P-3 through 1)

Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with timber harvest and natural
processes on slopes greater than or equal to 30% can be delivered to Totten Inlet and Perry
Creek.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Deposition of fine sediment into Totten Inlet causes siltation of shell fish beds.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Loss of root strength in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where perched
water tables are present.

Rule call for management prescriptions: Minimize

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Harvesting:

No broadcast burning will be alowed within the mass wasting unit.

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet areas. In addition, no harvesting will take place within 25 feet (horizontal distance) on

the over steepened (greater than 65%) portion of the stream bank or at the grade break which
ever comesfirgt.

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground al the seeps, wet areas and over steepened
portions of the stream bank within their proposed harvest activity and develops a harvest plan
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for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss
of adequate root strength.

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting area must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and wet areas and or buffering adjacent
waters to addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
reduce the potential delivery of sediment. The 65% used to define the over steepened stream
banks is based on the DNR soil survey information.

** Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified specialist to develop a plan that prevents or
avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WAU: Kennedy Creek

Resource Sensitivity Number: Mass Wasting #11 (includes Mass Wasting Map Unit 10b
adjacent to Perry Creek segments P-3 through P-1)

Situation sentencefor the area:

Coarse and fine sediment from mass wasting events associated with roads, timber harvest and
natural processes on slopes greater than or equal to 35% can be directly delivered to Perry Creek
and routed to EId Inlet.

Coarse sediment deposition reduces and degrades summer rearing and winter refuge habitats;
fine sediment deposition degrades spawning habitat.

Deposition of fine sediment into Eld Inlet causes siltation of shell fish beds.

Triggering Mechanism :

Primary - Roads intersect springs/seeps and concentrate surface runoff and loss of root strength
in areas where springs/seeps are found or in areas where perched water tables are present.

Secondary - Removal of vegetation and disturbance of the duff layer allows for erosion of
exposed soils.

Rule call for management prescriptions : Minimize

Field observations : Refer to “Appendix 4.A” for specific comments/observations regarding
triggers for each sub-unit.

Prescriptions :

Road Construction:

Option #1 - No road construction within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Construction of temporary or permanent road must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis,
Version 2.0 for Level 2 Mass Wasting). The following issues will be addressed: drainage, end
haul, sidecast, road location, cut and fill slopes and others that may be appropriate for the
specific location.
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Harvesting:

Option #1 - No harvest activities shall occur within the identified mass wasting unit.

Option #2 - Landowner ** inventories and eliminates harvest activitieswithin 25 feet of seeps
and wet aress .

Option #3 - Landowner ** identifies on the ground all the seeps and wet areas within their
proposed activity area and develops a harvest plan for harvest within the 25 foot buffer that
addresses the deliverability of sediment caused by loss of adequate root strength and disturbance
to the duff layer .

Option #4 - Harvesting within these mass wasting area must be designed by an appropriate
specialist (as qualified in the Standard Methodology for conducting Watershed Analysis, Version
2.0).

Justification for prescriptions:
Roads. Future constructed roads will avoid the triggering mechanism.

Harvesting: Protecting root strength in areas of seeps and springs and or buffering type four and
five waters addresses mass wasting concerns by acting as afiltering and anchoring system to
reduce the potential delivery of sediment to type three waters.

**  Landowners need to have the necessary expertise to address the triggering mechanism,
otherwise they will need to consult with aqualified specialist to develop a plan that prevents
and avoids the triggering mechanism.
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WEST SATSOP WATERSHED
INTRODUCTION to PRESCRIPTIONS

Prescriptions were developed by the Prescription Team as part of the watershed analysis
conducted on the West Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit (WAU) # 220202, which is mostly
in Grays Harbor County, with a small portion in Mason County. The prescriptions address each
causal mechanism report individually as submitted by the Resource Assessment Module Leaders
concerning road and hillslope erosion, mass wasting, public works, LWD recruitment potential,
riparian shade and hydrologic response.

The Prescription Team met with the Module Leaders at “Hand-off” on November 16, 1995. The
Prescription Team, respective Module Leaders, and others, outlined on page two, then met on
November 28, 29, 30; December 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 15, 1995; and January 18, 1996; and developed and
wrote a draft of the attached prescriptions. Sub-team members subsequently did some follow-up
work under the direction of the Prescription Team. The attached final draft of the prescriptions
was reviewed and approved by all of the Prescription Team members.

General Comments and Recommendations

1 Refer to “Forest Practice Rules and Regulations’ for standard definitions and terms.

2. Work with local enhancement groups to obtain funding for implementing prescriptions
and recommended enhancements outlined in Mass Wasting 1-7, Riparian 1-3, Shade 1-3,
and Road Erosion 1-2, particularly for projects related to addressing causal mechanisms
originating prior to current Forest Practice Rules and Regulations.

3. Utilize and expand on tabular and GIS data, which was compiled by the Module Leaders,
during the risk assessment and prioritization phase of the prescriptions for Mass Wasting
and Road Erosion.

4, In areas where mass wasting and riparian prescriptions overlap, the more restrictive
prescription will apply.

5. The Prescription Team believes that these prescriptions will address impacts from forest
practices on habitat needs of depressed stocks described in the Washington State Salmon
and Steelhead Stock Inventory (SASSI, 1992) (See “Fish Habitat Assessment”,
Appendix F, pages 1-2).

6. For Surface Erosion Prescriptions, special consideration shall be given for new road
construction to prevent/minimize high rates of sediment delivery from new roads with
high/moderate erosion hazard.

Resource Assessment Team and Prescription Team participants are as follows:
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MODULE LEADER

Jeffrey Clark

Matt O’ Connor

Gary Graves

Don Jordan

Bruce Baxter

Matt O’ Connor

Jeff Kirtland / Rhett Jackson

TEAM MEMBERS
Tim Scherer

Gary Schuyten

Phil Peterson
Charles Toal

Gary Graves

Bruce Baxter
LisalLewis

ADMINISTRATION
Carolyn Johnston
Susan Patch

RESOURCE ASSESSMENT

MODULE
Surface Erosion
Mass Wasting
Public Works
Riparian

Fish Habitat
Channel
Hydrology

PRESCRIPTIONS

AFFILIATION

Forest Engineer - Weyerhaeuser Co.
Forester - Simpson Timber Co.

Fisheries Biologist - Simpson Timber Co.
Department of Ecology

Forest Practices Forester - DNR - Ex-officio
Fisheries Biologist - Quinalt Indian Nation
U. S. Forest Service

Administrator - Weyerhaeuser Co.
Facilitator - Weyerhaeuser Co.

OBSERVERS/LANDOWNER REPRESENTATIVES

Ken Trautman
Keith Simmons
Dave Backstrom
Rick Schmeling
Buck Muller

Forest Manager - Gleason-Skok, L. P.

Forest Planning Manager - Simpson Timber Co.
Forester - Simpson Timber Co.

GIS Specialist / Forester - Simpson Timber Co.
Landowner

The Prescription Team believes these prescriptions will protect and restore the public resources
of fish and fish habitat, water, and capital improvements from adverse impacts of forest practices
while maintaining a viable forest products industry in the West Satsop WAU.

The Assessment and Prescription writing processes for this diverse and complex watershed were
uniquely challenging. Thanksto all of the participants for their valuable contributions.

Tim Scherer and Gary Schuyten
West Satsop WSA Co-Team Leaders
April 1, 1996
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INTRODUCTION to MASS WASTING PRESCRIPTIONS
for
MASSWASTING 1 through 7 (MW 1- MW 7)

The prescriptions for Mass Wasting use terminology and definitions which require further
descriptionsin order to properly interpret and apply them. Therefore, the following items must
be understood and are part of these prescriptions:

1.

In areas where riparian prescriptions overlap with mass wasting prescriptions, the more
restrictive prescriptions will apply.

The channel migration zone is defined as the area that streams have recently occupied (in the
last few years or less often decades), and would reasonably be expected to occupy againin
the near future.

A geomorphological assessment report will address the geology and potential impacts from
the proposed forest practice timber harvest activities on public resources due to decreased
lateral root reinforcement, increased subsurface flow, decreased evapotranspiration, and
mechanical disturbance of the soil.

A road construction or re-construction plan will address drainage, endhaul, sidecast, fills,
waste areas, surfacing, temporary/permanent roads, seasonality, short/long-term
maintenance, and field engineering. Road re-construction and maintenance applies to roads
that were built or used for hauling forest products on or after 1974.

Maps A-2 & E-2 should be used in conjunction with these prescriptions. However, MWMUs
2, 3,5, 8, 11, and 13 as shown on Map A-2, do not have prescriptions that apply to them.

The Prescription Team strongly encourages implementation of the recommendations,
enhancements, and monitoring outlined in each prescription as well as the genera comments and
recommendations outlined in the “ Introduction to Prescriptions”.
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PRESCRIPTION

Water shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-1 (MWMU 1 & 10)
Large persistent deep-seated |andslides with associated shallow rapid landslides on river
escarpments with high delivery potential to streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and contemporary

Watershed Process: Mass wasting

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 1 & 10 (See Map # A-2)

Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction

Conditions and Modifiers:  On unstable slopes

Channel Effects: Burying portions of the channel, filling pools, introducing
fine sediment to channel bed, introducing LWD
Locator: GMU M1, M2 & M3 (See Map # E-2)

Resource Effects: Degrading spawning and rearing habitat

Triggering Mechanism(s):

» Large persistent deep seated landslides: increased water delivery to landslide scarps,
bodies and toes by road drainage; increased saturation of landslide bodies caused by
reduced evapotranspiration following clear-cut harvest.

e Shallow rapid landslides primarily on LPD toes: increased water delivery to unstable
slopes by road drainage; road sidecast fill slopes or cutslopes oversteepening unstable
slopes; increased saturation of unstable slopes caused by reduced evapotranspiration
following clear-cut harvest; decreased root-reinforcement of unstable LPD toe slopes
caused by clear-cut timber harvest.

Rule Call for M anagement Response:

Delivered Hazard: High

Resource Vulnerability: High (Coarse sediment), Moderate (Fine sediment), High
(LWD recruitment)

Rule Call: Prevent & Avoid

Notes:

1. Headscarps and toes of Large Persistent Deep-Seated (LPD) landslides are much
steeper slopes than landslide bodies and tend to be inherently unstable; these areas are
susceptible to shallow rapid landslides. These areas are often easily identified in the
field.

2. These MWMUs have a consistently high degree of hazard owing to the escarpment
landforms that are extremely susceptible to mass wasting.
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Field Observations:

e Therearetwo levels of risk within these MWMUSs, particularly in MWMU 10. The
highest risk is associated with existing landslides that are active or have been active
historically. A lower degree of risk existsin areas of this landform where no active or
historically active landslides exist.

» In some cases ground based equipment has caused collection and channelization of
water to adjacent unstable slopes.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent activation or acceleration of LPDs caused by management activitiesin MWMUs
1 & 10 and retain the likelihood of future LWD.

Prescriptions:

Any forest management activity, such as ground based logging, road maintenance or road
construction; in or adjacent to MWMUs 1 & 10 shall prevent interception, collection or
routing water onto LPDs or other potentially unstable slopes; natural drainage patterns
shall be maintained.

Timber Management Activities:

Timber harvest is not permitted in MWMUs 1 & 10 unless landowner devel ops aforest
management operational plan, acceptable to DNR, supported by a geomorphological
assessment report written by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as qualified in the
Standard Methodology for Conducting Watershed Analysis (see # 3 in “Introduction to
Mass Wasting Prescriptions).

Road Construction Related Activities:

Road construction is not permitted on active shallow rapid landslides on unstable LPD
toesin MWMUs 1 & 10. Road construction is permitted in other areas of MWMUs 1 &
10 if supported by aroad construction plan, acceptable to DNR, and reviewed and
approved by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy
for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

Road Maintenance

Landowner shall inventory all roads within the MWMUs 1 & 10 and submit aroad
maintenance plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage deficiencies. The
plan will be prioritized based on assessed risk factors which identify potential for failure.
The plan will be implemented on an annual basis starting in 1997. All identified
deficiencies will be remediated by October, 1999. Planswill be reviewed annually with
DNR to assess priorities.
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Road Re-construction

Landowner shall develop aroad re-construction plan, for roads that are potentially
accelerating LPDsin MWMUs 1 & 10, designed by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as
qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

Technical Rationale:

Soil disturbance from ground based equipment can re-route water.

Active landslides are natura recruitment mechanisms for LWD.

Concentration of water on active landslide scarps can increase likelihood of
activation.

BMPs identified in road maintenance plans can address road drainage rel ated issues.
Some areasin MWMUs 1 & 10 may be stable and can support forest management
activities; however, site specific forest management plans are required to address
variable stability of slopes.

Boundaries of the MWMU include the active/inactive area and a marginal areawhich
is best determined in the field.

The geomorphologist will identify when evapotranspiration is an issue when Option 2
isused under Timber Management Activities.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or

enhancements;

Monitor major shiftsin river location that may cause MWMUs 2 and 11 to meet the
delivery criteriafor MWMUs 1 & 10; i.e. non-delivering MWMUSs not presently
subject to prescriptions.

Periodic observation of areas in and surrounding MWMU 1 & 10 (and 2 & 11) that
have been harvested in order to detect new LPDs. Thiswould increase confidencein
prescriptions, ( positively or negatively.)

Implement this prescription in conjunction with Riparian LWD prescription.
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PRESCRIPTION

Water shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-2 (MWMU 4)
Shallow rapid landslides originating on mainstem river escarpments with high delivery
potential to streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and present

Watershed Process: Mass wasting

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 4 (See Map # A-2)

Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction

Conditions and Modifiers:  On unstable slopes

Channel Effects: Introducing coarse and fine sediment to channel bed,
introducing LWD

Locator: GMU M2 (See Map # E-2)

Resource Effects: Degrading spawning habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

Increased water delivery to inherently unstable steep slopes from road drainage or
compacted soil surfaces; road sidecast fill slopes or cutslopes that oversteepen unstable
slopes; increased saturation of unstable slopes caused by reduced evapotranspiration
following clear-cut harvest; decreased root-reinforcement of unstable slopes and direct
physical disturbance caused by clear-cut timber harvest.

Rule Call for M anagement Response:

Delivered Hazard: High

Resource Vulnerability: High (Coarse sediment), Moderate (Fine sediment & LWD)
Rule Call: Prevent & Avoid

Notes:

1. These MWMUs encompass landforms that have unstable slopes located within them,
substantial portions of areas within MWMU boundaries are not inherently unstable.

2. Most unstable areas in this MWMU can be identified in the field.
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Field Observations:

» Thereisvariability of potential deliverability.

» Indicators of instability: lack of old growth stumpsand second-growth conifer; steep
concave slopes greater than 70%; convex slopesimmediately adjacent to river;
vegetation indicators such as Devil’s club, salmonberry and other wet soil condition
indicators; and existing landslides in nearby areas with similar characteristics. Areas
of instability are identifiable in the field based on these and other indicators.

» Inadequate road drainage and areas of sidecast practices on oversteepened slopes
have created areas of potential failure.

» Small catchments above first order channels traversing steeper downslope areas
(seeps) contribute to sub-surface flow. Some of these areas were observed on slopes
less than 70%.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent and avoid triggering mechanisms caused by management activities that initiate
Shallow Rapid Landslides (SRs) and debris torrents (DTs) in MWMU 4, resulting in
sediment delivery.

Prescriptions:

Timber Harvest Activities

No even age timber harvest on slopesin MWMU 4 which have indicators of instability
and have the potential to deliver to a public resource. Even age harvest in areas lacking
indicators of slope instability is allowed (See Field Observations). Partial timber removal
will be permitted on unstable slopes if supported by written geomorphol ogical
assessment report designed by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as quaified in the
Standard Methodology for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

A Geomorphological Assessment Report shall address, at a minimum, the following

items:

» Maintaining stocking levels to the degree necessary to maintain root reinforcement
and stability of slope.

» Ground disturbance that could affect root strength, water channelization and local
oversteepening

Road Construction and Maintenance on Slopes Greater Than 65%

Roads will be engineered (*), constructed and maintained to prevent triggering SRs and
DTsin MWMU 4 that will deliver to channels.

(*)The proposed road construction plan shall be approved by an appropriate Level 2
specialist, as qualified in the Standard M ethodol ogy for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

Landowner shall inventory all roads within the MWMU 4 and submit a road maintenance
plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage problems and potential landing
and sidecast failures. The plan will be prioritized based on assessed risk factors which
identify potential for failure. The plan will be implemented on an annual basis starting in
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1997. All identified deficiencies will be remediated by October, 1999. Planswill be
reviewed annually with DNR to assess priorities.
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Technical Rationale:

SR landslides are natura recruitment mechanisms for LWD in MWMU 4.
Concentration of water on unstable slopesin MWMU 4 can increase the likelihood of
landslides.

Some areasin MWMU 4 may be stable and can support forest management activities,
however, site specific forest management plans are required to address variable
stability of slopes.

Boundaries of the MWMU 4 include areas of variable slope stability which are best
determined in the field.

Non-road related SRs are the dominant process.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or

enhancements:

Periodical observation of areasin and surrounding MWMU 4 that have been
harvested, in order to detect SRs.

Recommend use of a slope stability model, such as LISA, in assessing the risk of
slope failure due to the loss of root reinforcement and evapotranspiration from timber
harvest in MWMU 4.

Recommend monitoring of harvest unitsin MWMU 4 to assess whether loss of root
strength or other slope disturbance has resulted in increased occurrence of mass
wasting.

Recommend monitoring of leave zones to assess whether they adequately reduce
delivery of sediment from mass wasting.
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PRESCRIPTION

Water shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-3 (MWMU 6 & 7)

Shallow rapid landslides and debris torrents originating on steep headwalls of tributary
valleys and shallow rapid landslides on river escarpments with high delivery potential to
streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and present

Watershed Process: Mass wasting

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 6 & 7 (See Map # A-2)

Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction
Conditions and Modifiers:  On unstable slopes

Channel Effects: Introducing fine sediment to channel bed
Locator: GMU TM1 & TM2 (See Map # E-2)
Resource Effects: Degrading spawning habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

Increased water delivery to inherently unstable steep slopes from road drainage or
compacted soil surfaces; road sidecast fill slopes or cutslopes that oversteepen unstable
slopes; increased saturation of unstable slopes caused by reduced evapotranspiration
following clear-cut harvest; decreased root-reinforcement of unstable slopes and direct
physical disturbance caused by clear-cut timber harvest.

Rule Call for Management Response:

Delivered Hazard: Moderate

Resource Vulnerability: High (Fine sediment), Moderate (Coarse sediment)
Rule Call: Prevent & Avoid

Notes:

1. These MWMUs encompass landforms that have unstable slopes located within them;
substantial portions of areas within MWMU boundaries are not inherently unstable.

2. Most unstable areas in this MWMU can be identified in the field.
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Field Observations:

» Headwalls associated with MWMU 6 are typically greater than 70% slope and have
the greatest potential for being the initiation point for debris torrents. In addition,
streamsin MWMU 6 have confined steep channels capable of sustaining debris
torrents.

* Many areas of MWMU 6 that are not headwalls have characteristics similar to
MWMU 7.

e Within MWMU 7 mass wasting has the following characteristics:

» Sizeof landslidesis small

* Many landslides do not deliver. Those that do, deliver to Type 4 & 5 water.

*  Most of the MWMU as mapped does not produce landslides that threaten public
resources

» Fiedidentification of sitesin MWMU 7 susceptible to mass wasting may be
indicated by one or more of the following indicators of slope instability:

* Wet soils and seeps

* Presence of vegetation indicating high soil moisture

» Areas of steep dopestypicaly greater than 70%

e Lack of old-growth stumps and second-growth conifer

e Obvious break in slope

e Existing landglides in nearby areas with similar characteristics

» Inafew cases, road sidecast construction and misdirected road drainage have
contributed to triggering of SR landslides and debris torrents.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent sediment delivery to stream channels resulting from Shallow Rapid Landslides
(SRs) and debristorrents (DTs) caused by management activitiesin MWMUsS6 & 7.

Prescriptions:

Timber Harvest Activities on slopes greater than 70%

No even age timber harvest on slopesin MWMUs 6 & 7 which have indicators of slope
instability and have the potential to deliver to a public resource. Even age harvest in
areas lacking indicators of slope instability is alowed. (See Field Observations.) Partial
timber removal will be permitted on unstable slopes if supported by written
geomorphological assessment report designed by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as
qualified in the Standard Methodol ogy for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

A Geomorphological Assessment Report shall address, at a minimum, the following

items:

» Maintaining stocking levels to the degree necessary to maintain root reinforcement
and stability of slope.
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» Ground disturbance that could affect root strength, water channelization and local
oversteepening
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Road Construction and Maintenance on Slopes Greater Than 65%

Roads will be engineered (*), constructed and maintained to prevent triggering SRs and
DTsin MWMUs6 & 7 that will deliver to channels.

(*) The proposed road construction plan shall be approved by an appropriate Level 2
specialist, as qualified in the Standard M ethodol ogy for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

Landowner shall inventory all roads within the MWMUs 6 & 7 and submit aroad
maintenance plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage problems and
potential landing and sidecast failures. The plan will be prioritized based on assessed risk
factors which identify potential for failure. The plan will be implemented on an annual
basis starting in 1997. All identified deficiencies will be remediated by October, 1999.
Plans will be reviewed annually with DNR to assess priorities.

Technical Rationale:

» SR landslides are natural recruitment mechanismsfor LWD in MWMUs6 & 7.

» Concentration of water on unstable slopesin MWMUs 6 & 7 can increase the
likelihood of landslides.

 Someareasin MWMUs6 & 7 may be stable and can support forest management
activities; however, site specific forest management plans are required to address
variable stability of slopes.

» Boundaries of the MWMUs 6 & 7 include areas of variable slope stability which are
best determined in the field.

» MassWasting Module Report P. 25, refersto placement of sidecast fill on slopes
greater than 65% as a triggering mechanism for shallow rapid landslides.

* Themgority of SRsin these MWMUs are likely triggered by delivery of road runoff
to headwall aress.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or
enhancements:

* Recommend use of aslope stability model, such as LISA, in assessing the risk of
slope failure due to the loss of root reinforcement and evapotranspiration from timber
harvest in MWMUS6 & 7.

»  Recommend monitoring of harvest unitsin MWMUSs 6 & 7 to assess whether |oss of
root strength or other slope disturbance has resulted in increased occurrence of mass
wasting.

» Recommend monitoring of leave zones to assess whether they adequately reduce
delivery of sediment from mass wasting.
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PRESCRIPTION

Water shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-4 (MWMU 9 & 12)
Large persistent deep-seated landslides and shallow rapid landslides on river escarpments
in tributary valleys with high delivery potential to streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and contemporary

Watershed Process: Mass wasting

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 9 & 12 (See Map # A-2)

Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction

Conditions and Modifiers:  On unstable slopes

Channel Effects: Burying portions of the channel, filling pools, introducing
fine sediment to channel bed

Locator: GMU TG, TG2, TL1, TL2, M1, M2, M3, M6 (See Map #
E-2)

Resource Effects: Degrading spawning and rearing habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

» Large persistent deep seated landslides: increased water delivery to landslide scarps,
bodies and toes by road drainage; increased saturation of landslide bodies caused by
reduced evapotranspiration following clear-cut harvest.

» Shallow rapid landslides: increased water delivery to unstable slopes by road
drainage; road sidecast fill slopes or cutslopes oversteepening unstable slopes;
increased saturation of unstable slopes caused by reduced evapotranspiration
following clear-cut harvest; decreased root-reinforcement of unstable slopes caused
by clear-cut timber harvest.

Rule Call for Management Response:

Delivered Hazard: High for MWMU 9, Moderate for MWMU 12

Resource Vulnerability: Moderate (Coarse sediment), Moderate (Fine sediment)
Rule Call: Prevent and Avoid for MWMU 9, Minimize for MWMU
12
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Notes:

1. Headscarps and toes of LPD landslides are much steeper slopes than landslide bodies
and tend to be inherently unstable; these areas are susceptible to shallow rapid
landslides. These areas are often easily identified in the field.

2. The areas within these MWMUs have an inconsistent degree of hazard owing to the
variable slopes of tributary escarpments and variable valley width and configuration of
terraces. Areaswith lesser hazard can often be identified in the field.

3. Criteriafor moderate vulnerability call are the deliverability of fine sediment to M1,
M2, M3 & M6, and deliverability of coarse sediment to TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2.
Deliverability of coarse sediment to M1, M2, M3 & M6 GMUsi s insignificant.

Field Observations:

* Thesizeand severity of SRsand LPDsin MWMU 9 is significantly greater than in
MWMU 12.

e Many landdlidesin MWMU 9 are of anatural origin. Where roads are present they
have a high likelihood of triggering mass wasting.

e Erosion of stream banks has triggered a significant number of landslidesin MWMU
9.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent activities which will initiate triggering mechanisms causing Mass Wasting in
MWMU 9 and minimize these activitiesin MWMU 12.
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Prescriptions:

These prescriptions apply to both MWMU 9 and MWMU 12. In MWMU 12, substitute
“minimize’ for “prevent” or “avoid”.

Timber Management Activities:

Timber harvest is not permitted in MWMUS 9 & 12 unless landowner develops a forest
management operational plan, acceptable to DNR, supported by a geomorphological
assessment report written by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as quaified in the
Standard Methodology for Conducting Watershed Analysis (see # 3 in “Introduction to
Mass Wasting Prescriptions).

A Geomorphological Assessment Report will address, at a minimum, the following:
1. Prevent increased routing of water from management activities to hillslopes.
2. Topographic breaks shall be used to establish timber management boundaries.
3. Riparian leave areas shall be |eft adjacent to all streamsto avoid delivery.
4. Leave areas shall be left where hillslopes would deliver sediment from mass wasting
directly to channels.

Road Construction Activities:

Road construction is not permitted, unless the road is fully engineered and designed to
address the following issues:
a. Prevent increased routing of water from management activities to hillslopes.
b. Restrict placement of roads to main access draw crossings.
c. No road sidecast on slopes greater than 50% slope.
d. Design cutslopes, ditches, and drainages to prevent failure of slope banks and
plugging of ditches, rerouting of water and subsequent mass failures.
e. If road istemporary, it will be abandoned prior to October 1, unless otherwise
authorized by DNR.
f. If roadis permanent, along term maintenance plan will accompany the road design
proposal.

Road construction on slopes greater than 50% shall be located by a forest engineer, and
reviewed and approved by a qualified L2 specialist prior to Forest Practice Application
submittal.

Road Maintenance Activities

Landowner shall inventory all roads within the MWMUs 9 & 12 and submit aroad
maintenance plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage deficiencies. The
plan will be prioritized based on assessed risk factors which identify potential for failure.
The plan will be implemented on an annual basis starting in 1997. All identified
deficiencies will be remediated by October, 1999. Planswill be reviewed annually with
DNR to assess priorities.
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Technical Rationale:

SR and LPD landslides are natural recruitment mechanisms for LWD, especialy in
MWMU 9.

Concentration of water on unstable slopesin MWMUs9 & 12 can increase the
likelihood of landslides.

BMPs identified in road maintenance plans can address road drainage and slope
stabilization related issues.

Some areasin MWMU 12 may be stable and can support forest management
activities; however, site specific forest management plans are required to address
variable stability of slopes.

Boundaries of the MWMU 12 include areas of variable slope stability which are best
determined in the field.

Therisk of forest road failure on new road construction can be significantly reduced
by full engineering and designing.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or

enhancements;

Recommend use of a slope stability model, such as LISA, in assessing the risk of
slope failure due to loss of root reinforcement and evapotranspiration from timber
harvest in MWMUs 9 and 12.

Recommend monitoring of harvest unitsin MWMUs 9 & 12 to assess whether |oss of
root strength or other slope disturbance has resulted in increased occurrence of mass
wasting.

Recommend monitoring of leave zones to assess whether they adequately reduce
delivery of sediment from mass wasting.
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PRESCRIPTION

W ater shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-5 (MWMU 14, 15 & 17)
Shallow rapid landslides from terrace escarpments, bank erosion and channel migration
over long periods of time with high delivery potential to streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and contemporary

Watershed Process: Mass wasting and bank erosion

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 14, 15 & 17 (See Map # A-2)
Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction

Conditionsand Modifiers:.  On terraces, floodplains, stream banks or footslopes
adjacent to channels.

Channel Effects: Burying portions of the channel, filling pools with coarse
sediment, introducing fine sediment to channel bed.,

Locator: GMU TM1, TM2, TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2, M1, M2, M3, M6
(See Map # E-2)

Resource Effects: Degrading spawning and rearing habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

Harvest of stream bank and floodplain forest stands, physical disturbance of streambanks
by harvest activities or road construction, road construction or tractor yarding creating
potential paths for over bank flow that could lead to channelized flow and erosion of
terraces, road construction or yarding that could deliver runoff to stream banks or terrace
escarpments, and placement of sidecast on road fillslopes on steep slopes.

Rule Call for Management Response:

Dedlivered Hazard: Moderate

Resource Vulnerability: High (Coarse sediment--M1, M2, M3, M6); Moderate
(Coarse sediment--M5, TM1, TM2, TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2);
High (Fine sediment-TM1); Moderate (Fine sediment--M1,
M2, M3, M6, TM2, TG2, TL2)

Rule Call: Prevent and Avoid (MWMU 14, MWMU 15 where
adjacent to TM1 or TM2); Minimize (MWMU 15 where
adjacentto TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2 and MWMU 17)
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Notes:

1. The areas within these MWMUSs have an inconsistent degree of hazard owing to
variable valley width and potential for over bank flow, and configuration of terraces,
channels and stream banks. Areas with lesser hazard can often be identified in the
field.

2. Criterion for high vulnerability call for MWMU 15 adjacent to TM2 isthe
deliverability of fine sediment to TM 1.

Field Observations:

e Stream channels are actively eroding their banks.

» In some areas stream channels have shifted and occupied portions of flood plain and
low terraces; areas of flood plain and low terrace that are subject to this, can be
identified in the field.

» Treeson stream banks are a component of bank stability.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent (minimize in MWMU 15 where adjacent to TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2 and in MWMU
17) activation or acceleration of bank erosion and channel avulsion caused by
management activitiesin MWMUs 14, 15 & 17 and retain the likelihood of future LWD
recruitment.

Prescriptions:

These prescriptions apply to MWMUSs 14,15 &17. In MWMU 15 where adjacent to
TG1, TG2, TL1, TL2 and in MWMU 17, substitute “minimize” for “prevent” or
“avoid”.

Federal Lands:

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD), B-11 and C-31.

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted
and described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented
through the appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30

On federal lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been
completed. Using this, and other related information, develop an Access and Travel
Management Plan (ATM). Submit the ATM plan to District Ranger for review and
approval. This plan will outline activitiesto prevent high delivery of fine sediments from
road surfaces and cut banks. The ATM plan shall be submitted by June 1, 1997.
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Non-Federal Lands:

Timber Harvest Activities:

Timber harvest is permitted within the channel migration zone (*) in MWMUSs 14,15 &
17, to the extent provided for as described in the appropriate riparian prescription.

Road Construction Activities

Permanent road construction shall not occur in MWMUSs 14, 15 & 17 except for
perpendicular crossing of the channel migration zone (*). If road constructionis
proposed, it will be fully engineered, designed and supported by aroad construction plan
which is approved by an appropriate Level 2 specialist, as qualified in the Standard
Methodology for Conducting Watershed Analysis.

Road Maintenance Activities

Landowner shall inventory all roads within the MWMUs 14, 15 & 17 and submit aroad
maintenance plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage deficiencies. The
plan will be prioritized based on assessed risk factors which identify potential for failure.
The plan will be implemented on an annual basis starting in 1997. All identified
deficiencies will be remediated by October, 1999. Planswill be reviewed annually with
DNR to assess priorities.

(*) : See“Introduction to Mass Wasting Prescriptions”

Technical Rationale:

* Best Management Practices, asidentified in approved road maintenance plans will
reduce and prevent high rates of sediment delivery to the channel network.

e Channel migration zones are natural recruitment areas for LWD

»  BMPsidentified in road maintenance plans can address road drainage and slope
stabilization related issues.

e Channel migration zone boundaries must be determined in the field.

» Therisk of forest road failure on new road construction can be significantly reduced
by full engineering and designing. Location of roads in channel migration zone could
lead to negative impacts to stream habitat by restricting flood plain and channel
migration.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or
enhancements:

e Channel pattern in some portions of the CMZ in MWMU 14 have been mapped from
aerial photographs by the Channel Analyst. It isrecommended that thisinformation
be used as a historical reference and updated when determining management options.
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» For Federal lands, implement road decommissioning and stabilization as identified in
the Access and Travel Management Plan.
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PRESCRIPTION

Water shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-6 (MWMU 16 & 18)
Shallow rapid landslides and debris torrents originating on steep slopes with high
delivery potential to streams.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Coarse and fine sediment

Time Frame: Past and present

Watershed Process: Mass wasting

Hillslope Unit Locator: MWMU 16 & 18 (See Map # A-2)

Activity: Clear-cut logging and/or road construction
Conditions and Modifiers:.  On unstable slopes (>65%)

Channel Effects: Filling pools and increasing bed mobility
Locator: GMU M4, M5, TC1 & TC2 (SeeMap # E-2)
Resource Effects: Degrading spawning habitat and rearing habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

Increased water delivery to inherently unstable steep slopes from road drainage or
compacted soil surfaces; road sidecast fill slopes or cutslopes that oversteepen unstable
slopes; increased saturation of unstable slopes caused by reduced evapotranspiration
following clear-cut harvest; decreased root-reinforcement of unstable slopes and direct
physical disturbance caused by clear-cut timber harvest.

Rule Call for Management Response:

Delivered Hazard: High (MWMU 18), Moderate (MWMU 16)

Resource Vulnerability: Moderate (Coarse sediment)

Rule Call: Prevent & Avoid (MWMU 18), Minimize (MWMU 16)
Notes:

1. These MWMUs encompass the Olympic Mountain landscape in the WAU, substantial
portions of areas within the MWMUs may be significantly less unstable.

2. Over 80% of the inventoried mass wasting features were associated with roads or inner
gorge slopes, suggesting that the majority of mass wasting hazards can be addressed
through modified road construction & maintenance practices and by avoiding clear-cut
harvest on easily-identified inner gorge slopes.
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Field Observations:

* SeeNote#l

e If road related landslides were eliminated there would likely be larger areasin which
management related landslides would be significantly less likely.

» Road construction was completed in these MWMUSs prior to 1974. Road construction
began in late 1940’ s, with mgjority of roads being built in 60’sand 70’'s. Roads were
fully engineered. However, BMPs prior to 1970 allowed 100% sidecast construction
with some burying of organic debrisin road fills and landings.

e Many additional road sidecast sites show signs of instability, such as tension cracks.

» Thenatural instability of slopesin portions of MWMUSs 16 & 18 indicate that
significant mass wasting have and will occur in the absence of active forest
management.

»  With respect to historical mass wasting sites not related to roads, mass wasting
inventory dataindicate that significantly greater proportion of these mass wasting
sitesoriginate in areas with map slopes greater than 80% and in inner gorge aress.

»  With respect to historical mass wasting sites not related to roads, mass wasting
inventory data indicate that hazard of triggering aDT is restricted to convergent
topography near channel heads.

M anagement Obj ectives:

Prevent in MWMU 18 and minimizein MWMU 16, activation or acceleration of SRs and
DTs caused by management activities and retain the likelihood of future LWD
recruitment.

Prescriptions:

These prescriptions apply to MWMUs 16 &18. In MWMU 16, substitute “minimize”
for “prevent” or “avoid”.

Federal Lands:

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD), B-11 and C-31.

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted
and described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented
through the appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30

On federal lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been
completed. Using this, and other related information, develop an Access and Travel
Management Plan (ATM). Submit the ATM plan to District Ranger for review and
approval. This plan will outline activitiesto prevent high delivery of fine sediments from
road surfaces and cut banks. The ATM plan shall be submitted by June 1, 1997.
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Non-Federal Lands:

Timber Harvest Activities

Timber harvest plan will be developed on sites which are on slopes greater than 80%,
inner gorge areas, or convergent topography near channel heads, which addresses the
following:

e Maintain root reinforcement necessary to ensure slope stability.

» Partia timber removal.

» Avoiding ground disturbance that could affect root strength and water channelization
and local overstegpening.

» Designing harvest units to avoid creating the need for additional roads due to leave
tree areas.

» Theharvest plan will be reviewed and approved by a qualified L2 specialist prior to
permit submittal.

Road Construction and Reconstruction Activities on slopes greater than 65%

Road construction and reconstruction is not permitted, unless the road is fully engineered,
constructed and maintained to prevent triggering SRs and DTs that will deliver to
channels, including but not limited to the following:
a. Keep water in native drainages and route drainage water to existing channels.
b. Road sidecast construction is not permitted.
c. Design cutslopes, ditches, and drainages to prevent failure of slope banks and
plugging of ditches, rerouting of water and subsequent mass failures.
d. If road istemporary, it will be abandoned prior to October 1, unless otherwise
authorized by DNR.
e. If road ispermanent, along-term maintenance plan will accompany the road design
proposal.
f. Roadswill be located by aforest engineer, and reviewed and approved by a qualified
L2 specialist prior to permit submittal.

Road Maintenance Activities

Discontinue sidecasting when blading roads during maintenance, where sidecast
materials could affect water quality such as concave slopes.

Landowner shall inventory, analyze and prioritize al roads within the MWMUs 16 & 18
and submit aroad maintenance plan prior to June 1, 1997, which addresses all drainage
deficiencies and abandonment and stabilization requirements. The plan will be
prioritized based on assessed risk factors which identify potential for failure. The plan
will be implemented on an annual basis starting in 1997. All identified deficiencies will
be remediated by October, 1999. Planswill be reviewed annually with DNR to assess
priorities.
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Technical Rationale:

e Themodule report for Mass Wasting, P. 38, refersto failure site: unrelated to roads
are generally on slopes greater than 80%; the reduction of root strength resulting from
harvest is the primary effect of management that increases the likelihood of slope
failure.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or
enhancements:

» Recommend use of aslope stability model, such as LISA, in assessing the risk of
slope failure due to timber harvest in MWMUs 16 & 18.

e Recommend monitoring of harvest unitsin MWMUs 16 & 18 to assess whether loss
of root strength or other slope disturbance has resulted in increased occurrence of
mass wasting.
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PRESCRIPTION

W ater shed:
West Fork Satsop Watershed Administrative Unit

Resour ce Sensitivity: MW-7

Loss of along-term supply of LWD to Type 4 & 5 streams results in long-term stream

channel erosion, streambank erosion, streamside mass wasting where steep slopes abut
the stream channel, and aloss of sediment storage producing increased delivery of fine
sediment to vulnerable channel segments.

Situation Summary:

Geomorphic Input: Fine sediment and coarse sediment subject to attrition and
producing fine sediment

Time Frame: Past, present and future

Watershed Process: Erosion of bed and banks, streamside landslides

Locator: GMU'sTM3,TM4, TG3, TL2, TL3, TL4, TC3, TC4
(See Maps#sE-1 & E-2)

Activity: Harvesting riparian forest stands

Conditions and Modifiers:  Channels previously disturbed by clear-cut logging,

possibly increasing abundance of LWD and

stored sediment, and possibly extending the length

of the channel network as channel heads migrate

upstream nearer drainage divides.

Channel Effects: Reduced sediment storage and routing sediment

Resource Effects: Degrading spawning and rearing habitat

Triggering M echanism(s):

Prior harvest of riparian forest stands, reducing or eliminating LWD recruitment over the
past 30 to 50 years, creating conditions where functional LWD isin an advanced state of
decay and is not being replaced by recruitment of coniferous LWD from second growth
stands. Declining LWD function indicates that stream channels, banks and hillslopes
adjacent to streams are expected to “unravel” over the coming decades if adequate LWD
recruitment from maturing forest stands does not occur.

Rule Call for M anagement Response:

Delivered Hazard: Moderate (except TC3--High)

Resource Vulnerability: Moderate (except TM3 & TM4--High)

Rule Call: Minimize (except TM3 & TM4--Prevent & Avoid)
Notes:

1. Criteriafor maintenance of LWD function should include recruitment of avariety of
size classes of LWD and significant amounts with diameter > bankfull channel depth.
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Field Observations:

* Woody debrisin Type 4 and 5 stream channels traps and holds sediments. Trapping
this sediment plays amajor role in maintaining stability of channel sideslopes and
preventing channel incision..

» Thereissignificant difference in the transport of sediment due to much greater
amount of woody debris in the stream. This woody debris lowers sediment delivery
rates, by trapping, and storing sediment.

M anagement Objectives:

Maintain sediment storage and routing capacity of channel and minimize (prevent in
TM3 & TM4) sideslope oversteepening.

Prescriptions:
These prescriptions apply to GMUs TM3, TM4, TG3, TL2, TL3, TL4, TC3, TCA4.

Substitute “minimize” for “prevent” or “avoid” in these GMUS, except in TM3 & TM4.

Federal Lands:

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD), B-11 and C-31.

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted
and described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented
through the appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30

Non-Federal Lands:

On Type 4 waters, in GMUs described above, minimize (Prevent in TM3, TM4)
removal or disturbance of current wood in stream channel and adjacent banks. In
addition, utilize one of the following 3 options:

Option 1
Retain aminimum of 45 trees (conifers preferred) per 1000 feet of stream length, 12" +

diameter, distributed along the stream in one of the following patterns:
a. Uniformly.
b. Clumped in areas of locally higher than average channel slope.
c. One haf clumped near tributary junctions and one half clumped in areas of locally
higher than average channel slope.

Option 2
Up to 10 of the leave trees per 1000 feet of stream length as described in Option 1 may be

harvested if functional conifer logs are strategically distributed in the stream channel on a
onefor one basis. Conifer logs will be aminimum of 12" on large end and 5 x channel
width in length.

Option 3
Where streams are in proximity to an existing MWMU, use those prescriptions where

they will provide equal or greater LWD recruitment as described in Option 1 or Option 2.
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Technical Rationale:

* Waoody debrisin Type 4 and 5 streams traps and holds sediments, thereby, reducing
sediment transport and increasing channel sideslope stability.

e Addressing type 4 waters will result in alow resource vulnerability.

Recommendations from the Prescription Team for voluntary monitoring or
enhancements;

e Locate trees on windward side of stream.
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MW-1

DESCRIPTION: unmapped gorges and valley walls (MWMUs 1 & 2b) in otherwise flat
topography
Applicable MWMUs
3 Alluvia valley bottoms
4 Glacial valley bottoms
5 Glacia and glaciofluvia terraces

RULE CALL: Minimize (ARS Map Unit 1a, which ison USFS land) or Prevent/Avoid (ARS
Map Unit 1b, which is on the main stem)
hazard delivery rating: moderate
resour ce vulnerability: moderate (GMU 9, delivered indirectly or routed via GMU 12.1 or
12.2); high (GMU 1, 2, 6 or 7 routing via various pathways)

SITUATION SUMMARY
Input: Coarse and fine sediment (fine sediment in GMU 2, 7, 9 only)
TimeFrame: from past, present, and future
Process. mass wasting
Activity: associated with clearcut harvesting and roading on
MWMU(s): unmapped gorges and valey wals (MWMUs 1&2b) in
otherwise low gradient topography (MWMU 3, 4, & 5)
Channel Effects. may cause channel avulsion, aggradation, increased depth of
scour, loss of surface flow, increased pool spacing, |oss of
LWD function, and increased stream bank erosion causing
Resour ce Effects:  lower reproductive success for fall spawning species,
possibly delayed migration in dry years, stranding in isolated
pools and/or death in the dry stream of juvenile salmonids,
lower summer and winter survival, fewer large trout in
rearing populations, fewer coho and cutthroat juveniles.

TRIGGERING MECHANISM
see Causal Mechanism MW-2

COMMENTS

Streams and terraces in this otherwise gentle topography create small versions of MWMUSs 1 and

2b which are too small to have been mapped from air photos and need to be identified in the field.
Once identified, these minor gorges and valley walls have the same causal mechanisms as MW-2.
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The gorges and valley walls are delineated by sediment delivery potential to the streams which
can be defined as all soils that lie above any 60% grade extending from any stream in MWMUSs 3,
4, and 5 (see sketch).

potentially
delivering
areas T

\

strearm

Potentially unstable slopes within these gorges and valley walls are those areas with local slopes
of at least 70%.

MANAGMENT OBJECTIVES
Identify potential hazard and delivery areas within this MWMU and avoid management activities
that could initiate shallow rapid landslides on those areas.

PRESCRIPTIONS

Public (federal) lands

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD, B-11 and C-31).

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted and
described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented through the
appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30.

On public lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been compl eted.
Using this, and other related information, an Access and Travel Management Plan (ATM) was
devel oped and submitted to the District Manager for review and approval. This plan outlines
activities to prevent high delivery of fine sediments from road surfaces, cut banks, and fill sopes.

Private lands

Firgt, identify any slopes steeper than 70%. These are the dopes with a potential for failure and
delivery. (If slopes are less than 70%, standard rules will apply to harvest and road construction
projects.) If no delivery is predicted by using one of the following methods, then standard rules
apply. If delivery is predicted, use prescriptions for MW-2.

For potential failure slopes over 70%, proceed to the following steps to determine whether
sediment generated by potential mass wasting could be delivered to stream channels. Thisis
determined by assuming that all soils that lie above any 60% grade line extending upward from
any stream will deliver to the channel, and be routed to a vulnerable stream segment. (This
delivery will of course occur only if landdides are generated on the slope steeper than 70%.)
There are two types of methods to determine if a potential failure slope can deliver:

1. Visual: The most direct method to determine if a potential failure slope may deliver isto
measure the vertical angle between the top of the potential failure slope and the OHWM (see
sketch below). To do this, stand at the break in slope (where the s ope above is less than 70%)
and shoot to the closest edge of the OHWM with your clinometer. If the vertical angleisless
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than 60%, then NO delivery potential is assumed and standard rules will apply. If the vertical
angle is greater then 60%, then DELIVERY potential is assumed and prescriptions for MW-2 will

apply.

2. Calculated: For cases where you cannot see the OHWM and there is a defined bench below
the potential failure slope, either of the following two formulas can be used to determine the
minimum required bench distance to stop delivery from the potential failure sope. These
formulas require measurements of the horizontal distance from the top of the dope to the OHWM
(termed “runout™), the dope of the potentia failure slope (a in %

or degrees), and the actual bench slope (3 in % or degrees) and actual bench distance to compare
to the Required Bench Distance (see sketch below):

BENCHES TO PREVENT DELIVERY

Bench Length

Runout Length

& = Potential Failure Slope [must be > 702
8 = Bench Slope [must be < 60%)

Runout = Horizontal Distance

Bench = Horizontal Distance
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a. The exact formula uses trigonometry so a calculator isrequired. The exact formulais:

(0.8575) * [SIN(180 ° + B ° - a °]

b. The simplified formula does not require trigonometry, so it can be calculated easily in the
field. Thesmplified formulais:

Required Bench Distance = Runout * [(failure % - 0.7) + (bench %)]

The simplified formula overestimates the required bench distance by less than 10% for bench
slopes between 20-40%, which leads to a conservative estimate. It underestimates the required
bench distance by less than 10% for bench slopes less than 20% or greater than 40%.

The following notes apply to both formulas above:

All distances are horizontal and measured in feet.

All dope angles are measured in degrees or decimal percent (as specified in the formula).
Runout is thetotal horizontal distance from the top of the potential failure slope to the
OHWM.

Required Bench Distance is the minimum horizontal distance of benchin feet, required to
stop delivery from the potential failure slope.

If the actual bench distance measured in the field is greater than the Required Bench
Distance, then NO delivery potential is assumed and standard rules apply If the actua bench
distance is less than the Required Bench Distance, then DELIVERY potentia is assumed, and
prescriptions for MW-2 will apply.

These formulas are based on the assumption that all material laying above a 60% grade line
extending upward from a channel edge will deliver. Thisis based on the watershed anaysis
Mass Wasting module’'s CMRs.

TECHNICAL RATIONALE

These isolated high-hazard areas, which belong in MW-2, but are not identifiable remotely, were
observed in several locations in the field. The hazards associated with them are addressed in the
prescriptions for MW-2.
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MW-2

DESCRIPTION: roading and harvesting on slopes steeper than 70% in MWMUs 1 & 2b
Applicable MWM U:
1 Gorges
2b Alluvial Valley Walls (actively undercut)

RULE CALL: Prevent /Avoid (ARS Map Unit 2)
hazard delivery rating: high
resource vulnerability: high (sediment delivered directly, or routed via other GMUSs, to
GMU 1,2,60r7)

SITUATION SUMMARY
Input: Coarse and fine sediment (fine sediment in GMU 2, 7, 9 only)
TimeFrame: from past, present, and future
Process. mass wasting
Activity: associated with roads and clearcut harvesting
Location: on slopes steeper than 70% in MWMUs 1 and 2b
Channel Effects: may cause channel avulsion, aggradation, increased depth of
scour, loss of surface flow, increased pool spacing, |oss of
LWD function, and increased stream bank erosion, causing
Resour ce Effects:  lower reproductive success for fall spawning species,

possibly delayed migration in dry years, stranding in isolated
pools and/or death in the dry stream of juvenile salmonids,
lower summer and winter survival, fewer large trout in
rearing populations, fewer coho and cutthroat juveniles.
Coarse sediment can also threaten the County-maintained
Swift and Vance Creek bridges, and the Skokomish Valley
Road.

TRIGGERING MECHANISM
Clear cut harvesting can reduce the root reinforcement holding unstable soils on the dope.
Roads may increase failure rates in these units because:
Culverts can be blocked by sediment and woody debrisin streams, leading to fill
saturation and failure.
Stream crossings can contain large amounts of fill that can fail if saturated.
Sidecast road fills can become unstable if placed on organic materials, not compacted, or
not keyed into (or otherwise anchored onto) the slope.
Steep road cuts can lead to cut-slope failures.
Exposed cut and fill soils can ravel or fail if not vegetated or otherwise stabilized.
Wide ditch relief spacing can direct large volumes of water onto unstable or easily
eroded dopes.
Infrequent road maintenance can allow ditches to fill and culverts to plug causing
slope saturation or erosion.

COMMENTS

Mass wasting eventsin these units tended to initiate on sopes with local gradients of at least
70%. This 70% cut-off is derived from the slope gradientsin the initiation areaand is fairly
conservative because it was based on hilldope scale gradients and landslides tend to initiate on
steeper subsections of slope.
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Harvesting of atree on these slope will reduce the root reinforcement and increase instability
unless the tree’ s nearest neighbors can replace the harvested tree' s sapwood basal area (or |eaf
biomass) before the smaller roots of the harvested tree can decay (within five years). If the local
canopy regains its pre-harvest closure within five years of the harvest, the integrity of the root
network can be assumed to have been maintained. (Note: mass wasting can still occur even if root
reinforcement is maintained, because these slopesfail in the absence of management.)

Given the variability in instability, delivery, and soil of these slopes, geotechnical inspection of
road alignment and construction may be useful in identifying potential triggering mechanisms so
road instability can be prevented or avoided. A road maintenance and repair plan can be adopted
to identify and fix or prevent the above triggering mechanisms.

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

Allow partia harvest on the few slopes within these MWMUs which are stable enough to be
harvested without triggering mass wasting. Preserve the option to build roads crossing these units
when necessary and when it can be done without triggering mass wasting.

PRESCRIPTIONS

Public (federal) lands

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD, B-11 and C-31).

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysis is conducted and
described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundaries is presented through the
appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30.

On public lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been completed.
Using this, and other related information, an Access and Travel Management Plan (ATM) was
devel oped and submitted to the District Manager for review and approval. This plan outlines
activitiesto prevent high delivery of fine sediments from road surfaces, cut banks, and fill slopes.
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Private lands
Harvest

Option 1
Partial harvest; prepare a geotechnical report, to be approved by DNR, (see addendum) with
recommendations for maintaining slope stability at pre-harvest levels after tree removal.

Option 2

Allow for 25% removal of dominant and co-dominant trees every 10 years, maintaining even
crown closure or stem spacing as much as possible. Experiment with no more than 5% of
applicable areaever 5 years, until this method is found acceptable; if not found acceptable,
harvest in these areas shall stop.

Roads

Roads shall not be permitted unless planned in consultation with a geotechnical expert (see
addendum) and will be permitted only if it can be shown that the road will not trigger landslides.
The report of the geotechnical expert shall include recommendations addressing: drainage
patterns, culvert sizing, fill placement (if any), disposal of spoils, maintenance and/or
abandonment plans, and any other factors affecting slope stability.

Note: Road maintenance plans have been devel oped for the South Fork Skokomish WAU, All
mai ntenance activities shall be in accordance with this plan.

TECHNICAL RATIONALE

Most of these dopes are unstable or only marginally stable, and delivery isimmediate. However,
there may be areas mapped as MWMU 1 or 2b from which trees may be safely harvested without
endangering slope stability. The experimental harvest scheme permitted by Option 2 would allow
for ng the amount of harvest allowable for maintaining root strength sufficient for
maintaining stability at pre-harvest levels.
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MW-3

DESCRIPTION: Harvesting and roading on 70% sl opes-above a 60% line extending from
streamsin MWMUSs 2a, 6, & 8a and actively unstable slopes (as described below)
Applicable MWM U:

2a Valey walls
6 Glacial uplands
8a Glacia valley slopes (found only on USFS lands)

RULE CALL: Minimize (ARS Map Unit 3a) or Prevent/Avoid (ARS Map Unit 3b)
hazard delivery rating: moderate
resour ce vulnerability: moderate (Eells Hill Road; GMU 9 where delivery may be direct or
viaGMUs 12.1 or 12.2); high (GMUs 1, 2, 6, 7, routing from various GMUs and the Eells
Spring Hatchery).

SITUATION SUMMARY
Input: Coarse and fine sediment (fine sediment in GMU 2, 7, 9 only)
TimeFrame: from past, present, and future
Process. mass wasting
Activity: associated with clearcut harvesting and roading
Location: near streams in otherwise poorly delivering MWMUSs 2a, 6, &
8, and the county-maintained EdIs Hill Road
Channel Effects. may cause channel avulsion, aggradation, increased depth of
scour, loss of surface flow, increased pool spacing, loss of LWD
function, and increased stream bank erosion causing
Resour ce Effects:  lower reproductive success for fall spawning species, possibly
delayed migration in dry years, stranding in isolated pools
and/or death in the dry stream of juvenile salmonids, lower
summer and winter survival, fewer large trout in rearing
popul ations, fewer coho and cutthroat juveniles. Coarse
sediment can aso threaten the Eells Spring Hatchery intakes and
hatchery itself, Eells Hill Road, the County-maintained Swift
and Vance Creek bridges, and the Skokomish Valley Road.

TRIGGERING MECHANISM S
Clear cut harvesting can reduce the root reinforcement holding unstable soils on the dope.
Roads may increase failure rates in these units because:
Culverts can be blocked by sediment and woody debris in streams, leading to fill
saturation and failure.
Stream crossings can contain large amounts of fill that can fail if saturated.
Sidecast road fills can become unstable if placed on organic materials, not compacted, or
not keyed into (or otherwise anchored onto) the slope.
Steep road cuts can lead to cut-slope failures.
Exposed cut and fill soils can ravel or fail if not vegetated or otherwise stabilized.
Ditch relief spacing greater than half of the local swale spacing can direct large volumes
of water onto unstable or easily eroded slopes.
Infrequent road maintenance can allow ditches to fill and culverts to plug causing
slope saturation or erosion.

COMMENTS
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Much of the terrain to which this CMR applies has a modest history of mass wasting and low
potential for delivery. Within these slopes, landslides tended to initiate on slopes with local
gradients of at least 70%. (This 70% cut-off is derived from the slope gradientsin the initiation
areaand isfairly conservative because it was based on hillslope scale gradients and landdides
tend to initiate on steeper subsections of slope.) The areain which prescriptions should be applied
arethose where delivery islikely.
For dopes below these slopes greater than 70% only: in MWMUSs 2a and 6, most areas with
delivery potential are near stream channels on steep sopes created by stream channel incision of
glacia sediment. The sections of these units which deliver to the stream network (if alandslideis
triggered) might best be defined as all soils that lie above any 60% g ope extending from any
stream in these MWM Us (see sketch).
Road alignments and construction standards which
address the above triggering mechanisms should be
able to minimize additional sediment delivery to the
stream network, which would prevent sediment
areas delivery of sufficient magnitude to have a significant
adverse impact on vulnerable channels given the
\ high background sediment delivery rates. A road
maintenance and repair plan can be adopted to
identify and fix or prevent the above triggering
strearn mechanisms.

Harvesting is associated with an increased incidence

in mass wasting in these units, which suggests that
root reinforcement may maintain the stability of these slopes. Post-harvest |oss of root
reinforcement might be minimized through promoting advance regeneration, tolerating competing
brushy vegetation (and the root reinforcement it provides), and rapid replanting at elevated
density, followed by lighter and more frequent pre-commercial thinning. These measures would
prevent significant adverse effects on vulnerabl e stream segments.

potentially
delivering —

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES
Prevent sediment delivery to stream channels resulting from management activities.
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PRESCRIPTIONS

Public (federal) lands

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD, B-11 and C-31).

Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted and
described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented through the
appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30.

On public lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been compl eted.
Using this, and other related information, an Access and Travel Management Plan (ATM) was
devel oped and submitted to the District Manager for review and approval. This plan outlines
activities to prevent high delivery of fine sediments from road surfaces, cut banks, and fill sopes.

Private lands

Firgt, identify any slopes steeper than 70%. These are the dopes with a potential for failure and
delivery. (If slopes are less than 70%, standard rules will apply to harvest and road construction
projects.) If no delivery is predicted by using one of the following methods, then standard rules
apply. If delivery is predicted, use prescriptions following this formula.

For potential failure slopes over 70%, proceed to the following steps to determine whether
sediment generated by potential mass wasting could be delivered to stream channels. Thisis
determined by assuming that all soils that lie above any 60% grade line extending upward from
any stream will deliver to the channel, and be routed to a vulnerable stream segment. (This
delivery will of course occur only if landslides are generated on the slope steeper than 70%.)

There are two types of methods to determine if a potential failure slope can deliver:

1. Visual: The most direct method to determine if a potential failure slope may deliver isto
measure the vertical angle between the top of the potential failure slope and the OHWM (see
sketch below). To do this, stand at the break in slope (where the dope above is less than 70%)
and shoot to the closest edge of the OHWM with your clinometer. If the vertical angleisless
than 60%, then NO delivery potential is assumed and standard rules will apply. If the vertical
angle is greater then 60%, then DELIVERY potential is assumed and prescriptions will apply.
2. Calculated: For cases where you cannot see the OHWM and there is a defined bench below
the potential failure slope, either of the following two formulas can be used to determine the
minimum required bench distance to stop delivery from the potential failure slope. These
formul as require measurements of the horizontal distance from the top of the sope to the OHWM
(termed “runout”), the dlope of the potential failure slope (a in % or degrees), and the actual
bench slope (B in % or degrees) and actual bench distance to compare to the Required Bench
Distance (see sketch on the next page).
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BENCHES TO PREVENT DELIVERY

Bench Length

Runout Length

& = Potential Failure Slope [must be > 70%]
£ = Bench Slope [must be < 60%)

Runout = Horizontal Distance

Bench = Horizontal Distance
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a. The exact formula uses trigonometry so a calculator is required. The exact formulais:

(0.8575) * [SIN(180 ° + B ° - a °]

b. The simplified formula does not require trigonometry, so it can be calculated easily in the
field. Thesmplified formulais:

Required Bench Distance = Runout * [(failure % - 0.7) + (bench %)]
The simplified formula overestimates the required bench distance by less than 10% for bench

slopes between 20-40%, which leads to a conservative estimate. It underestimates the required
bench distance by less than 10% for bench slopes less than 20% or greater than 40%.
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The following notes apply to both formulas:

All distances are horizontal and measured in feet.

All dope angles are measured in degrees or decimal percent (as specified in the formula).
Runout isthe total horizontal distance from the top of the potential failure slope to the
OHWM.

Required Bench Distance is the minimum horizontal distance of benchin feet, required to
stop delivery from the potential failure slope.

If the actual bench distance measured in the field is greater than the Required Bench
Distance, then NO delivery potential isassumed and standard rules apply. If the actua bench
distance is less than the Required Bench Distance, then DELIVERY potentia is assumed, and
prescriptions following will apply.

These formulas are based on the assumption that all material laying above a 60% grade line
extending upward from a channel edge will deliver. Thisis based on the watershed anaysis
Mass Wasting module’'s CMRs.

Harvest
If no delivery is predicted, standard rules apply. If delivery is predicted from the above steps,
choose one of the following options.

Option 1

No harvest on delivering slopes.

Option 2 (Harvest methods based on site conditions as follows)

Stable opes:

Clearcutting is permitted on slopes which have the following characteristics indicating
stability:

High density of conifer (greater than 100 trees per acre) indicating well-drained soils;
Non-convergent topography;

No landslide scars or mapped historic dides.

Potentially unstable slopes:

Selective harvest (up to 50% removal, representative of size and species of pre-harvest
stand, evenly distributed on the slope) where there are one or more of the following signs
of potential instability:

convergent and wet

deciduous trees, organic soils or seeps, wetland vegetation (density of conifer <100 trees
per acre)

3. clusters of pistol butted trees

wpE

N
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1.
2.
3

Roads

Unstable ar eas:

No harvest, with a20" no-cut buffer around area of instability even if dopes are <70%,
thereisapotential for delivery, and one or more of the following indications of active
instability occur:

active slides or evidence of historic slides;

jackstrawed trees;

scarps or tension cracks.

Y arding corridors will be permitted in the 20" buffers around these areas with indications
of active instability, where such corridors will aid slope stability more than harvest
without the corridors.

» Noroadson unstable areas (as defined above);

e Minimize road length on delivering slopes;

* No sidecast construction or sidecast maintenance;

»  Culvertsone size above 100-yr flood;

*  Minimizefill;

* Maintain drainage patterns (recommend installing driveable dips);

» ldentify suitable disposal areasto be approved by DNR;

» Mid-dope roads should be temporary or have a maintenance plan;

» Masswasting deposits on the road surface are to be removed offsite and natural drainage
functions to be restored as quickly as possible during rainy season or prior to
Octaber 1, should the failure occur during the summer;

* Provide road maintenance plan (such plans already exist for Simpson and Federal lands).

Recommendation for site productivity: revegetate riparian areas as road is being constructed.

Note: Road maintenance plans have been devel oped for the South Fork Skokomish WAU, all
maintenance activities shall be in accordance with this plan.

TECHNICAL RATIONALE

Through much of this unit, sediment from mass wasting will not be delivered, so delivery isthe

first concern. Where slopes are sufficiently steep and delivery is possible, hazard is variable and

the prescriptions address this variability.

It is recommended that prescriptions are evaluated during the five-year review process to ensure

that slope stability is being retained.

Specific prescriptions:

* Theteam agreed that a 50% retention of trees should retain adequate root strength to maintain
slope stability. The prescriptions were developed following several on-site visits and
considering the harvesting comments (on page 16).

e The 20 buffer around unstable areas should avoid compromising root strength within the
unstable areas.
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MW-4

DESCRIPTION: harvesting on slopes >70% grade, and roading on slopes >60% in MWMUSs 7a
& 7b
Applicable MWMUs
7a Headwater slopes
7b Headwater slopes with overlying glacia deposits

RULE CALL: prevent/avoid for roads
minimize for other areas (both rule calls may apply in ARS Map Unit 4)

hazard delivery rating: moderate for non-road-related triggering mechanisms which account
for 28% of delivered sediment from management-related mass wasting, high for road-related
triggering mechanisms which account for 72% of delivered sediment from management
related mass wasting

resource vulnerability: high (sediment is routed to GMUs 1, 2, 6, or 7 directly or via other
GMUs)

SITUATION SUMMARY
Input: Coarse sediment
TimeFrame: from past, present, and future
Process. mass wasting
Activity: associated with roads and harvesting
Location: on steep headwater slopes (MWMU 7a and b)
Channel Effects. may cause channel avulsion, aggradation, increased depth of
scour, loss of surface flow, increased pool spacing, |oss of
LWD function, and increased stream bank erosion.
Resour ce Effects.  lower reproductive success for fall spawning species,

possibly delayed migration in dry years, stranding in isolated
pools and/or death in the dry stream of juvenile salmonids,
lower summer and winter survival, fewer large trout in
rearing populations, fewer coho and cutthroat juveniles.
Coarse sediment can also threaten the Eells Spring Hatchery
intakes and hatchery itself, Eells Hill Road, the County-
maintained Swift and Vance Creek bridges, and the
Skokomish Valley Road.

TRIGGERING MECHANISM
Thefollowing list specifies forest practicesthat typically play arolein triggering mass
wasting events.
Har vesting reduced the root reinforcement holding unstable soils on the slope.
Roads may increase failure rates in these units because:
Culverts can be blocked by sediment and woody debris in streams, leading to fill
saturation and failure.
Stream crossings can contain large amounts of fill that can fail if saturated.
Sidecast spoils and road fills can become unstable if placed on organic materials, not
compacted, or not keyed into (or otherwise anchored onto) the slope.
Steep road cuts can lead to cut-slope failures.
Exposed cut and fill soils can ravel or fail if not vegetated or otherwise stabilized.
Wideditch relief spacing can direct large volumes of water onto unstable or easily
eroded slopes.
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I nfrequent road maintenance can alow ditchesto fill and culvertsto plug causing
slope saturation or erosion.

The mass wasting inventory (Form A-1) was utilized to generate additional information about
mass wasting initiation sites to focus on the portions of the landscape and the triggering
mechanisms which have delivered the most sediment to vulnerable waters. Since the mass
wasting inventory isaLevel 2 data base, sediment production volumes have been calculated, and
the proportion of delivery from various triggering mechanisms or landscape positions can be
compared quantitatively. Hazard ratings for this MWMU were based in part on the following.

1. Road-related mass wasting, including road crossing failures and landing failures, accounts for
72% of the delivered volume of sediment. The vast mgjority of this sediment is delivered by
mass wasting events that were initiated within 500 horizontal feet of stream channels.

2. Non-road-related near-channel initiation sites account for 10% of the delivered volume of
sediment. Road-related near channel initiation sites contributed 22% of delivered sediment.

3. Non-road-related (clear-cut) initiation sites account for 18% of delivered sediment. An
undetermined, but likely substantial, portion of these initiation sites are “headwalls’.

4. Initiation sites on convergent slopes generated 33% of delivered sediment; planar slopes
generated 59% of delivered sediment.

5. Debrisflows account for 28% of delivered sediment volume. Road-related triggers and
harvest-rel ated triggers each contribute half of the delivered sediment from debris flows.

COMMENTS

Mass wasting eventsin these units tended to initiate on slopes 70% or steeper. Typical hillslopes
adjacent to channels are typically between 85 and 90%, and observed maximum hillslopes
adjacent to surveyed streamsin GMU 11 aretypically 95-100%.

Road alignments and construction standards which address the above causal mechanisms should
be able to minimize additional sediment delivery to the stream network, which would prevent
significant adverse effects on vulnerable stream segments.

Harvesting is associated with an increased incidence in mass wasting in these units suggests that
root reinforcement may maintain the stability of these slopes. Post-harvest |oss of root
reinforcement might be minimized through promoting advance regeneration, tolerating competing
brushy vegetation (and the root reinforcement it provides), and rapid replanting at elevated
density, followed by lighter and more frequent pre-commercial thinning. These measures would
prevent significant adverse effects on vulnerabl e stream segments.

Ninety percent of sediment delivery from initiation sites on convergent topography originated
within 500 ft of stream channels. On planar slopes, 90% of delivered sediment originated from
sites within 300 ft of stream channels.

PRESCRIPTIONS

Public (federal) lands

Projects and activities shall be consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy. These
objectives are outlined in the Record of Decision (ROD, B-11 and C-31).
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Prescribed widths of Riparian Reserves apply until a site specific analysisis conducted and
described and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundariesis presented through the
appropriate NEPA decision-making process, ROD C-30.

On public lands, a detailed analysis of existing and potential erosion sites has been compl eted.
Using this, and other related information, an Access and Travel Management Plan (ATM) was
developed and submitted to the District Manager for review and approval. This plan outlines
activitiesto prevent high delivery of fine sediments from road surfaces, cut banks, and fill sopes.

Private lands
Harvest
» For dl clearcut slopes steeper than 70%, promote rapid regeneration of root strength by
replanting at 450 trees per acre in the first year after harvest.
e Corridorswill be alowed if necessary for operations
* No broadcast burning
The following additional prescriptions apply to specific high hazard areas:
1. Near-channel areas below a defined break in slope (defined as a change greater than 20%)
and slopes stegper than 70%, extending 250° (75 m) from the channel.
e 30’ (20 m) no-cut buffer
Full suspension below break in slope; partial suspension (full if feasible) above break in slope
2. Headwalls (upslope area draining to a channel head) within 500’ of a channel, even if less
than 70%.
*  Partid suspension (full suspension where feasible)
e Partid cut (leaving 100 trees per acre larger than 5” dbh)

ROADS
« Minimize road construction on headwalls and near-channel areas and cross streams at 90°
angles;

* No sidecast construction or sidecast maintenance;

e Consult a geotechnical expert (see addendum) if glacial sediments are encountered;

»  Culvertsone size above 100-yr flood;

e Minimizefill;

* Maintain drainage patterns (recommend installing driveable dips);

» ldentify suitable disposal areasto be approved by DNR;

» Mid-dope roads should be temporary or have a maintenance plan;

» Masswasting deposits on the road surface are to be removed offsite and natural drainage
functions to be restored as quickly as possible during rainy season or prior to October 1,
should the failure occur during the summer;

»  Provide road maintenance plan (such a plans already exist for Simpson and Federal lands).

Recommendation for site productivity: revegetate riparian areas as road is being constructed

Note: Road maintenance plans have been devel oped for the South Fork Skokomish WAU, All
maintenance activities shall be in accordance with this plan.

TECHNICAL RATIONALE

The majority of sediment delivery attributable to forest practicesin these areas is from roads or
landings (72%). These prescriptions are designed to prevent or avoid adverse impacts to public
resources by preventing additional sediment delivery from roads, and minimizing mass wasting
attributable to timber harvest, which accounts for 28% of delivered sediment in MWMUs 7a &
7b.
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High hazard areas defined above were based on data for mass wasting runout lengths and/or
proportions of delivered sediment derived from the mass wasting inventory.

The hazard area described in 1. above:

Near-channel areas below a defined break in slope (defined as a change greater than 20%)

was based on field observations of oversteepened near-channel hillslopes and the fact that near-
channel initiation sites accounted for 32% of delivered sediment in MWMUs 7a & 7b; 10% of
delivered sediment originated from initiation sites in near-channel clear-cut areas.

and slopes steeper than 70%, extending 250’ (75 m) horizontally from the channel was identified
based on the average mass wasting runout length for clear-cut (non-road) initiation sites on planar
hilldopes. 18% of delivered sediment came from clear-cut areas not located adjacent to channels,
and an undetermined but substantial portion of the 18% originates in headwall areas addressed
below.

The hazard area described in 2. above:

Headwalls (zero-order basins draining to a channel head) within 500" horizontally of a channel
was identified by the average mass wasting runout initiated in convergent topography. Although
there were longer runouts, portions of the length of these likely occurred in unmapped channels.
Field experience in the areaindicates that headwall areas are very unlikely to be more than 500 ft
from a channel.

Headwall hazard areas may be identified according to the following description:

Headwall areas are located in the vicinity of the channel head of small, steep Type 4 or 5 streams.
They are characterized by steep slopes and convergent topography, with valley side slopes >70%.
Headwalls above or at the channel head typicaly have slopes >70% and may have bedrock
outcrops. The channel slope near the channel head will often be <70%, but a high hazard of mass
wasting exists in this lower-gradient near-channel zone because of a high seasonal water table,
accumulated soil and debrisin the swale which isthe material most likely to fail, and underlying
bedrock at shallow depth that restricts downward percolation of water. Locations such as these
arelikely initiation sites for shallow rapid mass wasting with a high likelihood of debris flow.
Headwall hazard areas are likely to be contiguous with hazard zones associated with near-channel
slopes >70%, including inner gorge slopes, extending upstream along better-defined Type 4
channels. Root strength in the lower gradient headwall swales with accumulated soil and debris
is particularly important for slope stability.

The following table shows how the prescriptions address the triggering mechanismsidentified in
the causal mechanism report.

Triggering mechanism % of sediment How prescriptions address
delivery triggering mechanisms
Roads 72 road construction and maintenance rules
Harvest (near channel) 10 m (30") no-cut buffer and
10 rapid replanting
Harvest (headwalls) 14 partia cut
Harvest (not near channel) 4 rapid replanting
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Appendix I: List of Contributorsand Advisors

Many people from diverse professional backgrounds participated in the process of developing this
HCP. The discussions and debates touched virtually every element of forest land management

and resource protection. Aswould be expected from such a diverse group of individuals, highly
divergent views were often voiced. These views, while not always compatible, were effective in
airing the issues and balancing the discussion. Although we understand that not all of the
participants will endorse each aspect of this HCP, Simpson appreciates the sincerity and energy
that was brought to bear on this process by al parties and wishesto recognize their contributions.

E. Keith Simmons
N. Phil Peterson
Gary Schuyten
Dave Backstrom
Bob Rogers
Rick Schmelling
Joe Breed

lan Stewart
Greg Schroer
Jeff VanDuzer
Chris Mendoza
Lynne Rodgers Miller
Steve Landino
Mike Parton
Kathy Cushman
Linda Saunders-Ogg
Bill Vogel

Phil Millam
Bruce Cleland
Steve Ralph
Vern Stelter
Greg Volkhardt
David Whipple
Nora Jewett
Charles Toal
John Edwards
Tim Cullinan
Michelle Stevie
Jeff Dickison
Jim Park

Marty Ereth
Mark Mobbs
Carol Bernthd
Sally Nickleson
Bruce Davies
Janet Burcham

Simpson, Project management

Simpson, Riparian, fish, amphibians

Simpson, Operational evaluation

Simpson, Operational evaluation

Simpson, GIS support and forest inventory

Simpson, GIS support and maps

Simpson, Legal affairs

Simpson, Riparian, fish, amphibians (currently Univ. of Washington)
Wildlife, Resources Northwest, Inc.

Legal affairsand |A; Davis Wright Tremaine

Aquatic Restoration Consultants, Riparian, fish, amphibians
M2 Environmental, Document editing and production

National Marine Fisheries Service

National Marine Fisheries Service

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Environmental Protection Agency

Environmental Protection Agency

Environmental Protection Agency

Washington Dept. of Fish and Wildlife (currently Wyoming Dept. Fish and Game)
Washington Dept. of Fish and Wildlife
Washington Dept. of Fish and Wildlife
Washington Dept. of Ecology
Washington Dept. of Ecology
Washington Dept. of Natural Resources
National Audubon Society

Squaxin Island Tribe

Squaxin Island Tribe

Skokomish Indian Tribe

Skokomish Indian Tribe

Quinault Indian Nation

Point-No-Point Treaty Council
Point-No-Point Treaty Council
Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission
Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission
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